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L—BHAMAHA AND HIS KAVYALANKARA. 
By Baruk Nara Sarma anp Batpeva ÜPADHYAYA. 


PRELIMINARY. 


ry age, in every clime, the importance of an author 


on the scales of utility by the coming posterity. 


15 
P Aristotle command, no inc ble recognition 


and deference even now—in the age wi sean cultural 
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n almost all directions. This is 80, 


reason that their works 
also because they were made 
soming after them. So it se 


dts of a particular author we sho 


T L 
| (Hac 


the consideration of the kind of far 
had the good fortune to call his own. 


IMPORTAN OF WTAE 


Let us now turn to our own author and see whether he 


Even a desultory student of 


cun stand the test succ 
Sanskrit Poetics can bear testimony to the fact that there are 
afew famous names of old eminent authors which no later 
weiter on the subject could afford to ignore without sacrificing 
his own high ambition of celebrity. One of these such names 
is indeed that of os, As far as we know, there is no 
important work on Poetics which does not refer to qag and 
his work in some way or other. His work has been very fre- 
quently drawn upon for quotations by almost all the important 
writers of Sanskrit Poetics. There are some who have even 
borrowed from his works ‘matter’ and sometimes phrase- 
ology. In the body of discussions he has been referred to as 


‘an authority of necessary recognition. Even those who could 


not manage to agree with him on certain points have shown 
due deference to his views. He has been commanding this 


respect from Sanskrit poets and poeticians, net for a century 
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or two, but for a very large number of centuries. The name 
which seems to have been most associated with the science 
of poetics from its early infancy (with the only exception of 
aca) is that of arag. He is indeed the oldest stagi 
and in fact one of the most authoritative ones whose work 
has come down to us. 

Not only the old writers of India have had much to do 
with ag and his work, even the modern scholars of vast 
erudition and wide reputation, have been attracted towards 
him. There was a time when a regular warfare was going 
on, with regard to the date and personality of ane, among 
some of the leaders of Oriental Research in India, in which 
some western scholars of note also took part. Though 
nothing perfectly quite definite was arrived at, still much 
was written which shed new light on some obscure corners of 
historical investigation. 


A BRIEF SURVEY OF DISCUSSIONS ON WIA 


It would not be out of place to take here a very brief 
survey of the various problems raised and discussed with 
regard to tag along with the conclusion reached by way of 
their solutions. Though, as noted above, q(Hg's name was 
to be heard everywhere among scholars, his work was not at 
first available anywhere. Bühler, not finding any trace of 
atae’s work, inferred, with the inevitable disappointment of a 
real scholar, that ihe work had been lost for over.! In 1880, 
however, a MS of the work came to the notice of Gustav 
Oppert but we could not know much from his description.” 
In his memorable list of works on Sanskrit Poetics, Jacob 
noted tne "hRIHITGTZT of atag also,’ bui even WE mention 


io — Bühler's ‘Kashmir Report, 1877. 

2. Listof Sanskrit MSS. in private Libraries of Southern 
India, Vol. I. No. 3731. 

3 ] R.A.S. 1897-8. 
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was not of much use, In the edition of a certain ZE ee 


work! on Poetics, Mr. K. B. Pathak also took notice of this 
work but it was only in passing and had nothing directly to do 
with it. The first person to give publicity to age work and 
to make delinite statements about him, was R. Narsimhachar 
of Bangalore. In the Introduction to his edition of a Kannada 
work? on Poetics he observed—‘ Next to him (Bharata) 
in point of time, comes Bhamaha whose priority to Dandin 
is proved by the latter criticising his views in the first chapter 
of Kavyadarga. He is one of the greatest authorities on 
Poetics, his view being quoted by almost all the subsequent 
writers of note on the subject......... ....Prof. Rangacharya . 
M.A. of the Madras’ Presidency College has had the good 
fortune to come upon the manuscript of the valuable and 
long-sought-after work. .. The work bears no date but the 
suthor probably belongs to the early part of the 6th cen- 
tury.” But as this was written in the Introduction of a 
Kannada work, it could not naturally come to the notice of 
most of the Sanskrit scholars. 


It was only when Mr. M.T. Narsinhiengar wrote an 
article on 295 that the attention of Sanskrit scholars was 
drawn towards the great rhetorician' . Mr. Narsimhiengar 
raised almost all those issues which engaged the attention 
of Indologists for a long time later on. He thought that 
aag was a Buddhist and flourished after aus. Dr. 
Barnett, in that very year, wrote a note, supporting 
Mr. Narsimhiengar that MAG belonged to the first 
half of the 8th century*. Mr. P. V. Kane tried to refute 


oc pu— edt. by & B. Pathak, 1898. 
2. sped by anat, edt, by R. Narsimhachar, 
1903. 
3, J. R. A. S., 1905, P- 535 H. 
A J.R. ALS. 1905, P- 841. 
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Mr. ET Bee genog Buddhist, 
but as regards his date, he agreed with him! In 1909 
Parts sanega was published by Mr. K p, 
Trivedi in the Bombay Sanskrit Series. In an ‘Appendix’ 
to this work, NTHg's sredregIc appeared in print for 
the first time. Mr. Trivedi, in his learned Introduction, 
dealt with many questions in connection with os. His 
arguments were mainly directed against the views of Mr, 
Narsimhiengar. Dr. Jacobi? and Prof. Rangacharya® in 1910 
and Mr. Anantacharya* in 1911 joined issue and mainly 
agreed with Mr. Trivedi. Mr. R. Narsimhachar (the first’ 
. person to give publicity to the discovery of 2229 work) 
added some new arguments to those already advanced in 
favour of the priority of WWE to quai. ^In the same year 
Mr. K. B. Pathak tried in a learned paper to refute many 
of the arguments put forward against him®. But his 
refutations, as shown by Mr, Trivedi the very next year, 
were as unconvincing as they were learned?. This paper 
of Mr. Trivedi seems to have silenced his opponents, and 
for a number of years nothing new was added to this 
important discussion. In 1922, Dr. Jacobi, with his 
characteristic insight in all matters connected with Indology, 
suggested a new line of approach to the determination of 
age date (as did also Mr. P. V. Kane, quite independently 
of Dr. Jacobi). He tried to prove that atag had borrowed 
much from Aafa and that consequently he must be 


1. J. R. A. S., 1908, p. 543. 

2. Z.D. M. G., 1910. 

3. Introduction to era, 19 ro. 
4. Brahmavadin, 1911. 

5. Ind. Ant, 1912, p. go ff, 

6. Int. Ant, 1912, p. 232 ff, 

7. Ind. Ant., 1915. 
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placed after bim!. To many this view appeared to be the 


last word in the discussion on the date of aag. Dr. De? 
and others? seem to have followed in the foot-steps of 
Jacobi. 

The last few years have seen a marked progress to- 
wards the study of sanskrit Poetics and a few very valuable 
works have appeared on the subject. Mr. P. V. Kane 
deserves all praise for his intensive study and extensive 
researches*, Dr. S. K. De also is entitled to an especial 


mention. He has rendered a valuable service to the cause 


of the study of the History of Sanskrit Poetics by his 
useful work5. Dr. Nobel’s recently published book® 
and Mr. B. N. Bhattacharya’s paper’ are also not to be lost 
sight of. 

In spite of so much writing, no attempt has so far been 
made to see if itis possible to throw any new light on the 
subject nor even to sum up in one place all that has been 
written before. «(Wü s work itself has till now been lying 
ina neglected condition in an obscure corner of EIE 
SQUE | 

An attempt is, therefore, being made here to present 
within the limits of a brief paper every information hitherto 
available regarding wag and his work, and in course 
of this presentation, to examine critically the current 
theories and to see if any of them is compatible with the date 


I, Sitzungberichte der Preussischen Akademie der Wissen- 
schaften, pp. 211-12. 

2. History of Sanskrit Poeties, Vol. 1, p. 48. 
Nobel.—Foundations of Indian Poetry, p. 17. 
Introduction to his edition of fäeg, Bombay, 1923. 


. Foundations of Indian Poetry, Calcutta, 1925. 


3 
A 
5. History of Sanskrit Poetries, 2 Vols., 1923. 
6 
7. Calcutta Journal of Letters, Vol. IX. 
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recently brought to light. It is to be earnestly hoped that 


this humble attempt on our part will again remind the 
veteran scholars of their old friend aag and will probably 
help to create for them a new interest in him. 
WIHE—WHO AND WHAT HE WAS 

We know very little with regard to ams except what 
we find revealed in his HVA. Tradition says 
that he was a Kashmirian, and this is believed in by 
Bühler! and others?. There is no reason to disbelieve 
iteven though we have no reasonable evidence—external 
or internal--to prove it beyond doubt. From the last 
Sloka3 of his AAG, we learn ibat his name was 
AHR and that he was the son of v(si[ip. The word 
tia, which bears phonetic resemblance to uga, Waa, 
e(t and similar other Buddhist names, is alleged to suggest 
Buddhistic associations; and this suggestion would seem 
to gain strength from a consideration of the term NAA 
which is reminiscent of the name of one of Buddha’s 
disciples*. Mr. Pathak has shown that the word miaa 
used to carry with it an idea of reverence’, He refers to 
a sutra of the azgin? where the word is expressly 
stated to convey such a sense. Moreover, the word araga 
which occurs in the opening ślokaľ of WIHES work, 


I. Bühler's Kashmir Report, p. 64. 
2. Narsimhachar in his Introduction to ATAAL Ss SAAC THAD 
Ind. Ant., 1312. 
Krishnamacharya : History of Classical Sanskrit Literature. 
3. Fae ap zeiten cater a EATEN i 
Staate ARZA aAA remiasagen u arate V 1,64. 
4 J. R. A. S, 1905 
5. Ind. Ant., 1912. 
6. "faa qz», 4. II 144. 
T. sora ard ast aaga A: | 
BAER TAI Aaah ste V stet I, 
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cannot but point, so it is said, to the Buddha himself. 


The word t in its derivative meaning stands quite in 
correspondence with the doctrine of universal love taught by 
Buddha. gaseg! gives are as one of the names of ar 
frazagateac? does exactly the same thing, except that 
he adds to the list of the synonyms the name adia. In 
view of the well known fact that several Buddhist names 
were adopted by the Jains, one might feel justified in 
inferring from these Jain references that aa was ori 
an epithet of the Buddha. The use of the word est for 


Buddha? is, of course, well known. 


Now taking these points into consideration, we may 
at once confess that the arguments, stated above for proving 
age to be a Buddhist, do not by themselves stand on a very 
firm ground. As says Mr. Kane, there is not much ina 
name.* When the Hindus and the Buddhists had been living 
in the same country for centuries and centuries together, 
there is no wonder if one borrowed the name of the other. 
When this fact is found to be possible even in the case 
of such heterogenous peoples as the Hindus and the 
Mahomedans, it is even more possible in the case of the 
Hindus and the Buddhists. Moreover, we are to remember 
that Buddha himself had come to be recognised as an 
gaatt of fau, certainly before the 11th century. With 
Trivedi, we may add that the word Afaa is not exclusively 
used for the Buddhists. It is explained by the 
Rares as a contraction of spera. It is a caste 
designation added after the names of the Brahmanas 


ph. fam Aaa, L,1, 25. 

9. afa fearfaerez. 

3. aaa: mdr gem 

4. Introduction to aenda, p. XVIII. 
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throughout Kashmir and Northern India and corresponds 
to the gira of the Soutb.! 

An author's religion may perhaps be judged from the 
contents of his book, but not from his name. In the whole 
of spur there is nothing peculiarly Buddhistic, nor is 
there any reference to the incidents of Buddha’s life or to 
any purely Buddhistic legends. The first verse, no doubt, 
salutes arq aa but the appellation Wr simply means 
udo fea2 and is not given by any lexicographer as 
meaning Buddha exclusively. The word waa is found in 
lexicons standing for Buddha as well as for Siva?. gata 
in his ECEE devotes a long section to the refutation 
of “aag”, where he means by the term, “Omniscient 
God” and not“Buddha.” It is a significant fact that gadaa, 
who was himself a Buddhist, does nowhere give the word 
ata for Buddha in his racist | 

The gürgata of the Buddhists, which represents their 
theory of verbal connotation, is criticised by wag in a 
language which cannot be considered possible for a 
Buddhist^ writer. 


l. See Trivedi’s Introduction to  warqezeeimgwe 

p. xxxvii. 
2. Tanson of a aAa, MAFA d 

AAA a AAT Ata: wu seat a 

arear— VI, 59. 

Cf. oriofa * aigearan meat V. 1. 10. also. 
4. AMARA SÅRA ep | 

AEA Aaa: Fee d 

afa diBead geg: Fasa | 

waar al mäer sata: N 

qrear— VI, 16-17. 
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He DREI Apa pana] To es ong Ceremonies EN very 


high terms. The kings un drank Soma are highly spoken 
of!. Most of his examples refer to Brahmanical gods? and 
heroes. The famous Pauranic legend of the burning of 
RE by Rra has been referred to by wg in very clear 
terms?. He very frequently alludes to the characters and 
incidents of xp zur.) The meeting of er with JUUA $, 
his exile to the forest of senge in obedience to the orders 
of his father5, his piercing with a single arrow the 


A seven 


aia trees®, the promise of gata to search out the where- 


abouts of ii? —these are some of the famous incidents of 


q mentioned by Wag iu his BEAST. 


il. qe fagara, i 
ata Raigar u steare-LV.dx 
accu ETT, Gem fafataesfta aa: 1 reeL 55 b 


SAMANA Vara d 
qr sate fageieeegarzio: wu mrewe-lll. 36 
feat Petter arme i 
GI fani qai a: aegri u erem e JN 21. 
teg ERRA arzard n 
qrai a: egaat "y tege IN 27 
3. a met fa wa Rn: 
zait ay ex great spud TSA | Beato-[ LT. 25. 
4, ANAT WH: GRAIN ANA d 
emere gat facar at Sat partai wu stat N A4. 


Wr 


SATA WAT TATA: | 

Renaa ved at gapommet V pee]. 11. 
6. wa: amia arem t tte 32. 

aA ear tarfafa aufus | 


exar sfera ar gastar i tere IV. 37, 


2 
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The te erences. to the characters and a ant aga DOIT 


are far more numerous than those of tataq. Almost all the 
important characters of graita are found mentioned}, The 
promise of qu to suffer the miseries of old age in lieu of 
his father?2, and that of atem for the life of a perfect 
celibate?, have been alluded to by «mg, while illustrating 
different types of Sfaqt. Similarly, the gambling duel of 
gite and FEE P the terrible determination and per- 
formance ‘of the drinking of gess blood?, and many 
other incidents? are also referred to. In a truly beautiful 
sloka, atag describes the feeling of excessive joy expressed 
by fagx on Gem arrival at his house". In another Sloka, 
the name of gare, the son of eq, is found coupled with 
that of Ge geren, the progenitor of, the lunar dynasty 
of Ksatriyas?. 


l. See ames «remezn, II]. 7, V. 31, V. 41. 
9, ma Radia ofa fücdar 

ada amn at caresifaafert n V. 36. 
3. ama faena gia maaa 

füg: Para at vienen at araataat u V. 36, 


d. agt feria aaa gat 
Sat aeai agaa Tezzeacariogt wu V. 49. 
fata aa Amean eut u V. 39. 
6. See«wremezm, 11. 41, V, 41. 
7. denn meraarifzzu ur oa 
aa "T on zeg TT cafa emm 
TEST waa dese ya: n TII, 5. 
era aN gaead maA: V. 59, 


ox 
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Besides these references to the WATAN and the H&A, 


there are obvious allusions to the stories of gaa, the king 
of the Vatsas, and of his soa, eiCq[Es«z ud, as described in 
the reges of spares, T argan, the celebrated prime minister 
to gagad, has been mentioned as going at night to the 
pleasure-house of king aq." 

Beating in mind all these facts, we really wonder how 
a persou professing a particular religion, should, when 


writing an important work, have totally forgotten his own 
religion and betaken himself always to another for illustra- 
tions. There is no dearth of legendary stories among the 


a 
D..3 
Budd 


Had he so wished, he could have e 


ily drawn 
upon them. This fact becomes quite clear on looking into the 
works of sided and others, where it is found tbat all illus- 


trations are taken from their own religious legends. Not only 


this. At times, in refuting 3 


a bit aggressive to the pet ideas of the Buddhists. If we 
remember what the influence of the Buddhists was before 
the advent of HUSA, what homage they commanded 
even from royal personages, & Buddhist's partiality towards 
the Brahmanical religion becomes still more inexplicable. 
We may admit that these points by themselves do not form 
any firm ground for the belief that our author was a Hindu, 
but we have also to admit that the arguments advanced for 
making him à Buddhist are even more flimsy and consequent- 
ly less tenable. It is still an open question and will 
continue to be, until some evidence of definite and undisputed 
character is forthcoming. In the mean-time we may assure 
ourselves on the strength of the data within our knowledge 
that there is more probability in qrag’s being considered a 
Hindu than a Buddhist. 


a 


I. FANSEN, IV. 39 etc. 
2, Ibid Ill. r3. 
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The most important problem in connection with aag 
is his date. It has been the cause of a heated controversy 
amonga number of eminent orientalists for a number of 
years, Aftersuch along and impassionate discussion, one 
Should expect to have a better result, namely, the exact 
determination of his date. But unfortunately the result has 
been quite the reverse. Nothing seems to have been achieved 
which is not even now enshrouded, to some extent, in the 
mist of doubt. We propose here to state, as clearly as pos- 
sible, the various arguments which have been put forward 
from time to time, to settle this vexed question. 

HTAR, like most of the Sanskrit writers, does not give 
any clue to his date in his own work. "There is no way of 
extracting evidence—internal or external—from any known 
source which may determine his date in exact numbers. 
What we can do is simply to try to find out the two limits 
to his date as correctly as the data at our disposal can allow. 

Even there we do not seem to be on a very firm ground. 
We can some how or other settle the lower limit of his date 
from quotations and references of later writers. But when 
we proceed to determine the upper limit difficulties begin 
to multiply. It is there that the great scholars have been 
crossing swords with each other. Let us, however, begin 
with the consideration of the lower limit to his date. 

By referring to the appendix of our text! or to the 
foot-notes in Mr. frivedi’s text?, it will be found that the 
earliest writer to quote qTW& directly is SITES Aaa. 
Then we learn from a number of later Sergius that gx 
had written a commentary upon the WEAF of atag’. On 


1. Published in the Kashi Sanskrit Series, D 
2. Appendix VIII, mamenn (B. S. S, XLV.) 
3, “ fuma 4 amA aiara upia gë 
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comparing the contents of Ss independent work srzoar, 
aRlasrE with ytze’s HATEATGHTT, it will appear that 
he had not been content with writing a commentary upon 
the work of oe, but had freely drawn upon it for his 
own work!. As will be shown later on, he has not only 
copied mie definitions but has verily repeated them 
verbatim. 


Sues SIS Pu gives clear indications of his 
acquaintance with the work of groe It wil be 
shown later on in detail how much and how far he was 
indebted to our author in the composition of his own work. 
It is quite sufficient to remember at present, that at some 
places? he seems to paraphrase the verses of amg in the 


pe 


form of sutras, at others* he appears to repeat those very 


START Aere aae Nafa in his com- 
mentary upon waz's Beaegwasre (Banhatti’s Edn, 
D 14). 

ORTE erg uris gA NA TE = E 
a agan guten —afaaaqeraa in his sqeareracraa, 
p. 10. Also see pp. 39, 207. 

“aegis garezrou eta wear oe 
wERRETSUAHIO afac aa in his aen sera 
p. 17. See also p. 110. 

“arty amager ata ea mus Wuud rh WAS aT 
aaga urbe la awm eto. gagnait 
p. 183. (Nirnaya Sagara Edn,) 


1. See Dr. De's History of Sanskrit Voetics, Vol. l. p. 45. 
and Kane’s Introduction to aaa, p. XLII. 


2, AAs PENSE RGA, INE 
3 wags remegmn, li. 30. 


4. IV. 2. 20-21. 
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views which are held by wg. He has reproduced? one 
gloka which has been cited by stg in the name of yaaa’, 
At another place* he inaccurately quotes a part of armes 
verse5 and comments upon the use of a word in it. Such 
a similarity of language, such acorrespondence of views, can- 
not be a matter of accident but must be attributed to 
the assimilation of the work of an author of established 
reputation. 


It is clear from the above references that wreg flouri- 
shed before ggz and age, The date of ggg can be 


fortunately settled with some precision®. He is referred to 
by Mares aay in his setegtrerz? and spoken of as the 
Sara of aae by seam, Harare reigned in Kashmir 
from 779 to 813 A. C. As this king, on account of his misrule, 
became unpopular with the Pandits in the latter part of his 
reign, ggZ must have lived in his court before 800 A. C. 
So the period of sac literary activity may, with some 
probability, be assigned to the last quarter of the 8th century. 
His approximate date may therefore be taken as 800 4. C. 


oe JS Boy, 

Zu. ët ee "ep 

3. ll. 46. 

4. V. 2. 38 

Gp. M er 

6, See N. D. Banhatti’s Introduction to his Edn. of zzz's 


aegis, (B. S.S. No. LXXIX, 1925, Poona) ; 
See also S. K. De's History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. 
I, p. 75; P. V. Kane's Introduction to arfecaadet, p. 
XLV; Buhler's Kashmir Report, p. Go 

7. Teeaezmeemgbaramb grenzt warf fani zë: 
Seat ( faaam Edn. ) p. 96. 
arena arma nat r CTAR: Stee gants, 


CC-0. Prof. Satya Vrat Shastri Collection. 


Ca 
Digitized by Arya Samaj Foundation Chennai and e! 
‘date of orga! too, may be ner Settled, 


radar, who lived about 900 A.C?., refers to the school of 


amas. 


This gives us the lower limit of eme. He must 


have lived: before 900 A. C 
ataa quotes verses from the plays of sep. Now 
xafi lived somewhere between 700 and 750 A. C.5 gg 


is, therefore, later than 759. According to Fu is SERES fear’, a 
certain giga was a minister of King aag of Kashmir. 


There is a dese among the EE of Kashmir that the 


p. 108. 
For details, see Sanskrit Introductions to Bombay and 


Banglore Editions of qas A SSAA a; Dr. Jba's 


Preliminary note to his translation of aaas work; 
Dr. S. K. De's History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. I- 
p. Sif; P. V. Kanes Introduction to SIECTTHU. 
pp. XLVIII- L 

Mr. C. D. Dalal’s Introduction to SES Dr. 
Konow’s Introduction to sm ata (H. O. K 
cras Qd edita rasta — FEAST of UTA (G 
O. S., No. 1., p. 14.) 

«amga eA amt qafa- 
gei are: * gaai: lbid, p. 20. 

gait vaii: etc. —suamaRa cited 
by aqaa under IV. 3. 6. 

fag rte: etc, aeda cited by age under 
V. 2. 18 

See R. G. Bhandarkar's preface to his edn. Of Streit 
(B..S. S. No. XV) p. XIII—-XVII, Bombay, 1905 ; also 
Smith's paper in J. R. A. S., 1908., p. 793: 

(C mr: aguas: AANT | 

ag: pieaen amem iem? u IV. 497. 


CC-0. Prof. Satya Vrat Shastri Collection. 


( 16.) 


author Pots at "igit ad tg tiop eee ele tie dP SARE This minis- 


ter. Buhler! believes in SS tradition and we see no reason 
to disbelieve it. So, as shown above, zz and gg are 
almost synchronous. It is possible that they were rivals 
of each other. But it is curious that neither of them 
refers to the other. Howsoever it may be, the date of gum 
and qrqH« is approximately about 800 A.C. 

Bteactfea quotes three slokas? from ous REAT- 
Ser? which are definetely ascribed to him by the 
commentator gHagfe. Now sei lived from 705 to 
762 A.C5. Thus 700 A. C. may be safely taken to be the 
lower limit of oe, though, as we shall show later on, 
his real lower limit is furnished by mr. 


Now we come to determine tbe upper limit to the date 
of ams It is here that we have to encounter difficulties of 
the highest magnitude. Many suggestions have been made, 
many theories have been propounded. Let us take them one 
by one and try to see how much water they can hold, 

arme bas at one place referred to a qaam. Some 
scholars were led to think that this point would be of great 
help in settling a terminus of Ug. A keen and heated 
controversy ensued and has been raging for a long time. 
The credit of raising this learned question and then fighting 
single-handed to maintain his hypothesis with deep scholar- 
ship and reasonable plausibility, belongs to the great orienta- 
list, Prof. K. B. Pathak. He found in games mention of 

cm I 


1. See Bühler's Kashmir Report, p. 65. 

2. qaa, Slokas 912—914 (G.O.S. No. XXX) 

3. VI. 17—19. 

4. AAEN P- 291. 

5. See Mr. B. Bhattacharya's Foreword (pp. XIII—XVI) 
to the qwqquug 
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qrant a clear reference to Freezer, the Buddhist author 


of arinnar, whom he placed, on the evidence 
of the Chinese traveller, Itsing, in the 7th century. On 
the basis of this supposition, he tried to prove that 
age must be assigned to the 8th century.! He found 
a very strong opponent in Mr. K. P. Trivedi who proved to 
the hilt that the structure of Prof. Pathak's hypothesis was 
raised upon the foundation of sands.? Mr. Trivedi, on the 
merit of his stronger arguments, was supported by almost 
all the writers on the subject? and was perhaps able at last 
to convince of his reasonableness even the originator of this 


controversy.* 
The verses where sagte is alluded to in the Star. 
eu of atag, run thus :— 
Bugs THU AARAA AT | 
gat euer a wur u 
gagan quum uz: | 
aha aa gala ata anak ur H 
The simple meaning of this extract may be thus 


expressed—A poet should not make use of a compound, one 
member of which is formed by adding the suffix get and the 


1, J. R. A. S. Bom., Vol. xxlii ; Ind. Ant., Vol. xli, 1912. 
2. Introd. to gamgezazitgen, pp. xxxv ff; Ind. Ant., xlii, 19 t3. 
3. Mr. Kane—Introd. to amazin, pp- NXXV—NXXVI ; 

Dr. S. K. De-History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. I, p. 47; 
Dr. Jacobi—Sb. der Preuss, Akad. xxiv (1912) pp. 


210—211 ; 
Sovani— Pre-Dhvani Schools, Bh. Com. Vol., p. 393: 


As far as we know, Prof. Pathak has written nothing 


after 1913 on this subject. 
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by reference to the usage of a learned man or following the 
view of egre. One should not make such a use as was 
done, when the word gagrat was cited by saying that the 
sutra of Panini becomes @IG& in sucha case, Neither 
should he bring about a compound of words ending with 
sim with words ending in the genitive case, as, for example, 
agam. The sum and substance of oss contention ig 
simply this that qtfafa’s sutra gast waft (II. 2. 15) 
should be strictly followed and no qglacyeg compound 
formed with words endirg in the subjective Ga ard se 
suffixes. Consequently no ccmpcurd takes place in cases 
like sqi eur, quem wai, zie uiu cic. Now the 
“passage in  fmmegu(e s wr(mmifamemu(usr (popularly 
known as stet) which discusses the use of such compounds, 
runs as follows :— 


sra ad get: AJIAN) ai Asay 
Salsa ania ërraärafear wing | usd ab 
gaža atte vata auf ba adi uud. Ha dien: 
Sea aanren fas wate i 


This passage is found in connection with the sutra 
gasra TAR (Il. 2, 15). Here the sara is discussing 
the utility of the agara dn ga , qua could have 
easily said THAI rather than TAERA 1 Why has 
he inserted e 3 The answerto this question as given by Dages 
is that it serves to exclude ga. But there comes in another 
difficulty. ZA cannot be used with words ending in «Hl 
br a greraafbareadoarg (11.3.69). qanta is out 
of question. This objection is met by saying that this very 
sutra becomes gTqm; so that the genitive can be used with 

the voids ending in S". The .prcbibition by & Ta 1eqafa gt 
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ctc. is inconstant. So whenever we meet with a compound 


of a word ending with a genitive termination and another 
ending in g, we should say that the suffix added is not Ga 
but gz, Now, on comparison of these two passages with 
each other it will be evident that ṣrag insists upon the 
prohibition of ¢gt@atra with words ending in Ga and 3i- 
As seen in another place!, he had a very high regard for the 
authority of arf. In this particular case also, he wants 
us to follow the rule of grfigft quite literally. He catches 
this opportunity of referring to the view of a stéiert who 


had allowed (as would appear from the words of qtH& ) the 
use of such compounds by saying that this sutra of quare 
could very well be taken as a age, It would also appear 
that the qranit had actually cited the example gagail and 
agus. To ordinary eyes the words of og are as clear 
as anything and they need no torture from out-side, unless, 
of course, they are meant to yield the desired import already 
conceived. 


Prof. Pathak takes great pains to explain this extract 
in his own favourite way at one place?, and elsewhere? he 
gives the sum and substance of his contention. We shall 
just quote a few sentences from the latter place to show 
the position assumed by the Professor upon this question. 
« It will be sufficient " he says, * for my present purpose to 
point out that in the verses cited above Bhamaha condemns 
all genitive compounds like FAgrat and agaa as ungramma- 
tical, and says that such compounds should never be 
employed by young authors aspiring to eminence. When he 
contrasts the agada with the samermcHeds he does 


1. aga afa aa fe arias, rsatezn V163. 
2. J.R. A. S. Bomb., Vol. XXHL, p. 138. 
3. Ind. Ant. XLI, 1912, pP- 234- 
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not mean 10 say WP 
used by the fae or justified by the Nyzsakara, Beete 
mentions this word gsrgedT as an illustration of the Class of 
genitive compounds justified by the Nyasakara. This ds 
amply proved by the expression gaar in the Sentence 
aur: Haul aAA and by the arpa dis- 
criminating between gẹ and qa which applies to aj 
genitive compounds like gratae | p 

Thus Prof. Pathak would have us believe that, in spite 
of the difference existing between the two, ag and 
Naaa mean the same thing. As shown above MAR 
and sgtasetg had supported the use of qw compound by 
the help of qrfafa’s THAT | He had perhaps nothing 
to say about qq at that place. But (sima speaks of 

, so that wherever we. meet with such compounds, 

he would call the termination ga and not zx | 

Let us put the whole thing more clearly. qrrafa has 
laid down that compounds of words ending in the genitive 
terminations with words ending in the subjective qq 
and 97% affixes, should never be formed. But difficulty 
arose when the use of such compounds was met with in the 
writings of classical writers. Now the grammarians were 
bound to support such uses some how or other. It became 
especially more binding on them to support such uses for 
the reason that even in the sutras of qtiqta such as afaad: 
gei, such compounds are to be found. The important 
views on the point can be thus stated :— 


H Some say that, as aiff himself has made use 
BE such compounds in the sutras sfr: gala, aenatstnt 
East, the Gaza implied by the sutra anren aq, is not 
absolutely binding: in certain cases such compounds my 
be allowed. 
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ES ELE RR aTa, 
would like to say that the termination here is ga and not 
gs and that the prohibition of sgt in the case of ga by 
the rule q eite etc. is fär, 

(ili) az and others hold that in such cases we should 
explain the 6th case-ending as an instance of six wu. 
aaka, who raised this question in his fazreastgat 
and summed up all the views in his agaa, seems 
to favour the view of Saz ; 

(iv) There may be some who having too much regard 
for grammatical purity, would not permit such uses in 
any way. 

It goes without saying that ous would be very 
greatly inclined—as he surely is in his pratagit— te 
hold the last view. It is known to all who have any 
knowledge of Sanskrit Poetics that grammatical purity 
is not identical with rhetorical purity An expression 
may be grammatically justified, but it need not, on that 
account, be consistent with the canons or dicta of good 
poetry. In poetry expression is as important as the 
matter it represeats. If an expression is doubtful in 
point of its structural purity, it will not commend itself 
toa good poet even though the doubt may be the slightest 
one. This was indeed the position of omg, From 
the way in which he refers to the view of a certain eurer, 


ro wei ab “ami faatgfayaafearga Gener zf i 
Jacan aura gf dum d 

a, d wear zfaa Erg ufi: asetze, 
faafia Gg geg: | SOS | gue. | 
a orale ogëtfaaseafaet: d aereaifafa amet ga 
argare TENTH aner | 
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it would appear that even sn his days such grammatica] 


speculations were quite brisk, and the point in question 
has also attracted the attention of scholars, Perhaps 
the most important view on this point was that which 
finds its criticism in the grsataztz of WIE, viz., that 
qifürfsrs sutras were taken as gg and the fa prescribed 
by the rule qt Tdi etc. was considered zit, 

Let us now compare the view  criticised by MRR 
with the four views stated above and try to find if it 
corresponds with any of them. It will be seen at once 
that it coincides with the first one. It will also appear 
that the first view is distinctly different from the second 
one which is held by fraegafa. 


Let us now turn towards the examples. The example 
found in age giessen is gagat but in fàg- 
gf's eg dt ds ien: gent wagrngrar. They 
do not correspond. Prof. Pathak tells us that “ Bhamaha 
has mentioned this word gagat as an illustration of the 
class of genitive compounds justified by the Nyasakara.” 
It is indeed inconceivable why sig should bring in 
another set of examples and not use the same which 
were used by (srdezqfur, especially when he was so 
opposed to his view as to refer to him so very pointedly. 
It is a common practice among good writers that when 
they have to discuss or even simply refer to such things, 
they always cite those very examples which were given 
by their predecessors.  gaëet 1, for instance, when giving 
the substance of the passage quoted above, refers to the 


jr Ra aH: Seat AANER JAANA AA STAI 
saufmüft (I. 3. 69) udtfita: | aaftanareafera qu: Aga- 
Säiten gat Ins amb gar AU fud uif carm: | 
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this discussion with a quite different sentence but his 
position was not the same as that of faarmafe or of 
Sms. He is neither criticising nor summarising the 
statement of the mawit. He selects the sentence from 
& very popular RAR? which, the tradition says, was 
composed by wate while holding a verbal fight with 
an opponent. This context perhaps becomes a cc mmentary 
upon the happy selection of an example on the part of 
the learned author of the fixzteasetgrat | 

A scholar has to be particularly careful about his 
language when he is engaged in a discussion with another 
scholar. The same is the case with fara who draws 
his example from the popular work, the Wear. But the 
position of wag was totally different. In criticising the 
eque he must necessarily quote the same example, and 
this is what he actually did. The word gfga:, in the 
sentence GAMTRATAT ZARA aarfa:, clearly proves it. 
He would have never used the word sw: if he had selected 
the example at random. S 

When Prof. Pathak speaks of Magas as the only 
egre, ‘he tells us something less than the truth. In 
spite of his attempt to prove otherwise, there did exist 
several ares besides the one attributed to Raga. 
ger as ponited out correctly by Mr. Trivedi? men- 
tions in his arqgfa the names of egent. carita, 
aRrata, qanama etc. The attempt made by Prof. 


2. See Ama sara ( fudiaamm ) 
3. Ind. Ant., Vol. XLII, 1913, P- 261. 
4. “equ Sai quus ge awai | 3 Se cum 
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Patbak to explain them away by saying that the word emm 
is frequently used in the sense of grammatical treatise or 
commentary'! does not seem to improve his position in any 
way. aq in his gula, as first pointed out by Mr. Kane?, 
refers toa vata. The expression used there is RATHI: 
which is explained by the commentator MET as HATSLATAT 
seg? gahasa sagt gif? ( fa) aca St None has 
so far tried to prove that faiza lived before the reign 
of alaga. Mr. R. Narsimhachar* writes about a Sir 


written by qsautg, who, according to Mr. Rice, lived about 


500 A. C. 

Even if it were possible {but in fact it is not) to show 
that the qta referred to by ATAR, May be Ragas, 
it is not easy to prove that ag came after areaks | 
The only ground on which Prof. Pathak placed him about 
700 A C., is a string of confused statements of the Chinese 
traveller, Itsing, about the grammarians of those times. All 


qa: arabe suuni ( Mysore Edn. ) 
Vol. I., p. 266. x 
“api a seg eawp faafe eft RRA gene. — 
aaa aaa aAa Raana AREE 
ibid Vol. 1., Pt. IL, p. 529- 
ArRerüsfa arf: aa ada ata afl à fare 
arë gaara: gfa-ibid Vol. 5. Ft. I, p. 122. 
maaana Asaa: ibid Vol. I. Pt. l. 


D 94. 
It is to be noted here that in all these quotations 


farezate is distinctly referred to. 
Ind. Ant., Vol. XLI, 1912, p. 233: 


I 
2. J. R. A. S., Bomb 1909, p. 94- 
3. gated (Fübrers Edn.) p. 133. 
4. Ind, Ant. XLI, 1912, p. 91. 
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these statements cannot be accepted as perfect gi rect. 


Dr. Jacobi! bas therefore rightly called in question the 
date assigned by Prof. Pathak to aiza. Keilhorn?, 
while noticing a fragment from fester s work in Poona, 
wrote: *My impression certainly was that Jinendribuddhi 
has freely copied from Haradatta’s Padamañjari.” Dr. 
Jacobi? has shown, on the authority of ist GI, that 
gu died in 878 A.C. This will take faert to the 
10th century at least. We have already shown* that Was 
cannot be later than 700 A.C. It is impossible for fazaa 
to have copied from the qna of aqa and still be a 
predecessor of qme. 

We may now sum up this part of our discussion. The 
yqa referred to by mag is not Magara as was 
supposed by Prof. Pathak. He was an old writer whose 
work has now become extinct and who is wholly unknown 
tous. His view, as known from aag, seems to be referred 
to by aafia in his dieu eur: So sn attempt 
to find out the other terminus of WAG, with the 
help of his reference to stater, cannot go very far 
and we must lock up to something else for it. 

wig and WT 


While dealing with one of the main contributions of Prof. 


Pathak to the determination of ams s date, 
point raised by the 


we may, in 


passing, just note another interesting 
learned professor’. This refers to an unconvincing attempt 
à eee E 


|. Sitzungsberichte der Preusssischen Akademie der Wis- 
senschaften, XXIV, p. 210 

2. J.R.A.S. 1998, p 499 

4. Sitz. d. Preuss, Akad. d. Wiss., xxis,p. 211 

p. 16. above 

J. BAS, Bomb. Vol. XXlll;:p. 31. 


n > 
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made by him to find out some chronological relation. between 
NAg and HIT. 9106, at one place,! expresses his view 
about the constitution of aspe and says sett ad 
REAA — A view which has attracted the attention of almost 
all later Sem of note. arm has in Arara IL. 86. 
the following beautiful xztegj— 
aara aaia ahaa NE | 


ae 


JaA eas mu Aga 1 


Now it is argued that gg must have be-n acquainted 
with atag ’s Hlsatasi< before he express ed himself in such 
a strain. This point is maintioned here, not for its 
importance but for its interest. We need not, therefore, go 
into detail over this question. Those who feel interested 
may read the refutation of this argument in the paper of 
Mr. Kane?. We shall only quote a few lines from Dr. J. 
Nobel’s book® and leave the rest to the imagination of 
curious readers. “Magha is said," writes Dr, J. Nobel, “to 
refer to the definition of Kavya as given by Bhamaha, but 
if this is considered as an argument I may be allowed to take 
as an argument of the same force that Kalidasa in Raghu- 
vansga Ll. by the words Vagarthaviva sampyktau refers to 
the very same definition of Bhamaha, and that by this fact 
Bhamaha's: priority may be taken for granted. By using 
the simile of Sabdartha, however, Magha probably refers 
to that of Kalidasa or perhaps to some other view and not 
the definition of Kavya in Bhamaha. This argument how- 
ever, is of no great value, because the so-called definition 


of Kavya (as consisting of word and sense united) may go 
back to some older Alamkürikas " 


I. GUTOEN, |. 16, ` 
2. J. R.A.S. Bomb. Vol. XXIII, p. 91. ff. 
3. The fcundations of Indian Poetry, p. 15—16. 
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Still more interesting and equally important is the view 
which seeks to establish the priority of meam to our 
author. In aree’s mieu 42-44 we read— 


aging wur vr KUAT: d 
AM HARTARA: di 
HATA SAAT TT qvae 
qui gal agaca ZR A We H 
tte maat IESU TT GG 
aut aag qeu guru mus | 
omg is criticising here those poets who make in 
their works the cloud, the wind, the moon and similarly 
some birds to appear as messengers. He calls this an 
instance of gE. It goes wholly against reason, he 
says, that such creatures should be able to perform the 
duties of messengers. But he concedes this in the case of 
those intelligent posts, who, when making use of such 
devices, show them to be employed by men who are out 


of their wits. 


Now some scholars! argue that arag must have had 
in mind the Si za of steigt where a cloud has been used 
as a messenger. It is also pointed out that a passage! of 
mar seems to borrow an idea aud phraseology from two 


1. Haricand. Ta Art Postidus de L'Inde, p. 77 ; 
V. V. Sovani—Pre- -dhawani Schools, Bhandarkar 


commomoration Volume, p. 393 ; 
S. K. De. —History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. 1. 48. 


-aR mfe oc wrerreaqatatfiasanreagureantaca l 
faecd mafaa ga: awisfeadaraczstiusarifamam] ATR H 
I. 56. 
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aires OF RTS, Phi SONS CAD SHS must have 
flourished before WAF. 


Others, on the other hand, hold quite an opposite view, 
« Bhamahacharya, " writes Dr. T. Ganpati Sastri?, “it seems 
to me, must have lived long prior to Kalidasa. For while 
he mentions such names of poets and poems as Medbhàvi, 
Rama Sarma, Agmakavamga, Ratnaharana, Achyutottara, all 
unknown to us, he has never mentioned the name of Kalidasa 
of world-wide fame or any of his works of supreme excellence, 
But had Bhamaha ever seen the poems of Kalidasa he 
would have of course mentioned them or made them also 
as in the case of Pratijianatika subject of his criticism.” 
After this the learned Pandit quotes those three verses of 
amg? which we have given above and remarks—'*From 
this we cannot conclude that opge was conversant with the 
poem Meghadüta, for then we could as well infer that he 
knew also of Sukasandesa written by a poet of yesterday. 
Hence, I think, that by these éldkas, our Acharya only 
teaches us generally that the fashion in some of our Kavyas 
of lovers sending messages through such inanimate objects 
as the wind, the moon, the clouds and such living inarti- 
culate creatures as the bee, the chakravaka and the parrot is 
not desirable on occasions when the sender of the message 
is in a state Gf sobriety. Bearing in mind this instruction of our 


1 amah GARAT: MEIANS: d 
firidararevareagaredtated: qraspeward: N 
akaga, sueta mer vurdred euarfzafa | 
grat, ater atb firas hanaan Zara: H 
—waa XIV. 7-8 

2, Introduction to — zqeqapaausir and ` sfr Tet 
(Trivendrum Edn.) 

A SENEN, L 42-44. 
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Acharya, Kalidasa, with his keen sense SP poetic Piety, 


observes, in defence of his message through the cloud at 
the begining of Meghadata :— 
qa Raa aaa: & de 
amai m qgar: mua: maa: | 
Agag RNa gar TAT 
matai R gagang RT | 

Thus it is seen that Bhamaha lived much prior to 
Kalidasa.” 

This long quotation from the most important exponent 
of this side of the view, will make the position quite clear. 
It may be interesting to know that Dr. Nobel also was 
formerly a believer in the priority of mag to RAIE. 
Even now, with his belief slightly shaken, (simply because 
he could not directly prove it) he is more inclined to accept 
the priority of ag to atagia than that of seu to 
"UR. 

Taking the arguments from both sides into consideration, 
we may confess that much can be said on both sides and 
that nothing is really settled. One cannot imagine that such 
a criticism can be possible without any work to be 
criticised and explain on the other hand, why other things 
connected with erage should not have come under the 
notice of tae, if the works of the great poet were known 
to him. 

Whatsoever may be the fact, it is needless to carry this 
discussion to any further length, because, even if it were 
decided one way or the other, it will not in any way help us 
in determining the date of WAT The date of sae 
itself is a bone of contention and cannot be made a basis for 


determination of other dates. 
x. See Nobel's Tae Foundations of Indian Poetry, pp: 14-1 5: 
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AIHE AND AMA. . 


The same remark is to be made with regard to the 
chronological relation of alae and ATA, though in this case, 
it has not been suggested by any person that WAZ came 
after the author of the work he is criticising. The difficulty 
with us here is that we cannot exactly know what work 
he is criticising. The verses in the Creos of Wü 
which refer to the criticism in question read thus— 

fafeigqracs eae quuin | 

aaa Haas: WEHRUAGUISCFTU 
HAAATAAT MEZAR 
anA TEST MARIE ui 


S.S 


afe ma qua ez: oun 

sr fant aui abus: 

get geuguem AARTI N: | 

ania Rean garder siu H 

TASAA aaa RA Ga: fiat AR d 

mgA ofge eur GAAT: d 

BGH Rifratea rara artem ray | 

TARARUA A genus: uw d 

sëtzen vir ferait ahaa TARAA | 

maanariess wafer Waist: di 

erar quae AAY (afuaeuu | 

RU az arash mi eq wa g ad [V.99-46 
The stories of saw, the king of ares, were very 
y works, even 


popular in ancient India, so much so that man 
besides those which directly devote themselves to them, refer 
to them here and there. So when we find such a criticism 
in the work of omg, we cannot exactly determine what 
is the actual object of his criticism. Dr. T. Ganapati Sastri 
suggests that the work criticised must be a ferat react 


: e ^j inent 
“The subject reviewed by Bhämaha above,” says the emia 


CC-0. Prof. Satya Vrat Shastri Collection. 


( 31 ) 


Digitized by Arya Samaj Foundatio i 
; d by a L n Chennai .and j 
editor, *is seen in its entirety in Pratijnanatike. "Sift, 


the Prakrit passage “ gum AA nm sët. HUN AA (aat, 
AVY AA wer? in the first Act of Pratijianatika is quoted in 
the form of verse, “ gatshaan gat Aa ga: frat AR by 
Bhamaha, in his enquiry on Nyayavirodha.” 

In spite of this suggestion made by the learned Pandit, 
we may observe that the case is much doubtful WAE 
does not mention the name of gë or his nfasreuuu. 
He may be criticising ques Seat itself which was 
indeed the oldest ccmperdium of such stories. The Prakrit 
portion common with WES sorter, might have a similar 
representative passage there also. Moreover, the theory of 
the learned Gastri itself, as observes Mr. Kane, is based on a 
very weak foundation. If we examine the passage from 
yag more closely, it will be found that the story criticised 
by him is not exactly the same as@found in RaT- 
qay. it corresponds more with the versions found in qgq- 
mp nai and enira ie - ur KE They are known to be the 
epitomes of JERA. But even ifit was proved that it is Wa 
who has been criticised, it will not help us in any way. For 
the last 14 years, a sharp controversy has been going on, not 
only with regard to the date of wate, but also concerning the 
authenticity of the works published in his name. As there 
is no certainty about the date of ape, there is no use putting 
it forward as & terminus of HHS. 

atag AND FE i 

|t will not be perhaps out of place to devote some 
space here for discussing the relation of wife and MAE It is 
a well-known traditios among the Pandits of India that af, 


the famous author of the grammatical Kavya, known as 
qaqa or simply as HEET, tried to furnish illustrations 
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to the sedes in the four cantos (X—XIII) known as 
gaang exactly as he did in others for the sutras of 


Panini This tradition finds further support from the 
statements of the commentators!. It would appear from 


the way they write that afg wrote the 10th canto to 
ilustrate figures of word and sense, 11th, urgdsra, 12th, 
arfaa and the 13th Sanskrit and Prakrit Kavya. satay 
finds its illustration in all the four cantos. If we look at 
the JARS illustrating sagts in canto X, we shall find, 
from the order and the way they are given, that wf had 
WIES SIE before him. The commentators HUAJA 
and afmata have freely drawn upon the work of arag for 
giving the definitions of these tests in their commentaries. ? 
They could have easily taken the definitions from later and 
fuller rhetorcial works. But then the illustrative JAAS 
would not have so well conformed to those definitions. 
There is a AH in Blae’s SI which is found in 
sq with very slight alterations. The gare of MINE is— 
aara agin eateunmeatist Waa | 
saa: giaa era aaa ear: — l. 20 
In afgana we have 

1. TANER BAIL PASANTA WHSERUTEHSUR, Tea 
guwei i ae md vezetet am aaaea 
mesa 1... sam em? cam: TR | "gn 
aioe: anaana etc. am in his commentary 

in the beginning of canto X. 

AZANINA SA ERA, etc terre TC 
amd ` of ortemten AAEN RANS EA ait 
in his commentary on agzsra in the beginning of canto X, 

2. See qifa to ouredn. of age REMER. RAKS 
has no less than 33 quotations from this work. 
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sarearreatirg See, GANA EC 
gar zie fara Azaan aut XU 34. 
Here itcan be imagined quite easily that one of the 
two must have borrowed from the other. ee 
ascribes the former zip (0 AT There on this authority 
it necessarily follows that afg must have imitated 291 in 
writing his ae) All these facts, stated above, cannot but 
point to one conclusion, in that 2188 was prior to af. 
Now as regards the date of xifz, the only clue which we 


have is his &Zien forming the last verse of his RR. It is— 


aang fried wat garg 
sitara qr etd at | 

aüfacar gauge ded 
ausge: faa aa: THE XU. 38. 

The history of Kathiawar tells us that there were fout 
Kings with the name of yaa who ruled over qasi (modern 
Vala). It is not quite clear which qaa is alluded to 
by afg? 

Prof. B. C. Mazumdar? identifies the author of afgana 
with aerate, mentioned in the Mandasor Sun Temple 
Inscription,* dated 473 AC. on the ground of similarty 
between the verses of the inscription and the description 
of autumn in the alent? But this identification is 
considered by Prof. Keith as a ‘most unfortunate suggestion’®. 


rcu EN Vol. XLII, p. 264. 

For more information, See Mr. Trivedi's Introduction to 
afar (B. S. S. No LVI.) 

3 Je R- A, Sy 1904) PP- 3957397" 

4. Fleet's Gupta Inscriptions, No. 18. 
5 
6 


t 


Canto Il. 
J. R. A. S4 1909, P. 159: 
5 
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But the two learned professors are qt" Seo Saying that 


af flourished before afa and quel. We may goso 
for as to say, with Mr. Trivedi? that * our poet lived in the 
latter part of the sixth and the beginning of the seventh 
century.” But the safest course will be to side with 
Mr. Kane? and say that “afẹ must have lived sometime 
between 500 and 650 A.C. "3 Whatever might have been the 
difference with regard to the date of afg, none was heard 
to suggest till 1922 that afẹ was prior to oz, In this 
year Dr. Jacobi* struck a new line of argument in determin- 
ing the date of amag. He tried to prove with all plausibility 
that atag had drawn his material for the 5th chapter of 
streit from the earafaez of aaa. This necessitated 
the placing of omg after 650 A. C. Now afẹ, as shown 
above, cannot be later than 650. So the learned scholars 
were compelled to look upon the relation of afg to aag 
from quite a different angle of vision. Dr. S. K. De, who, 
as far as we remember, never disagrees with Dr. Jacobi but 
always follows in his foot-steps, writes?—* At one time it 
was believed, on the indication given by Jayamangala on 
Bhatti that the alamkara-chapters in that seat especially 


1, Introduction tò his Edn. of afara (B. S. S. No. LVI), 
P. XXII. 


2. Introduction to his Edn. of arf&cazqut, P. XVI. 


3. For the discussions on the date of ate, see also Dr. Jacobi- 
Z. D. M. G., XLIV and also Sitz. d. Preuss. 
Akad. d. Wiss. 1922, pp. 216-17 ; V. V 
Sovani—Bhandarkar commomoration Volume, p. 395 
S. K. De—History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol, I. p. 5off. 

4. Sitz, d. Preuss Akad. d. Wiss., No. XXIV, pp-211-12. 


5. History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. | D 50. 
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canto X, SE eoi RB me tion Gheang. and genge, ot 
Bhamaha in particular, but the date now assigned to 
Bhamaha (i. e. after aalas date 650) wil re-adjust 
his relation to Bhatti in a new light. The two learned 
doctors have taken great painsin ‘ re-adjusting " "HW S 
relation to wife.  Re-adjustnent has been in the present 
case nothing less than perfect reversion of the former position. 
There is no use of examining on our part this * re-adjustment ` 
in all its details, for it has not been so much a child of 
logic as one of necessity. The present case appears to 
us like that of a certain talented lawyer. He once began 
to put forward arguments which might have been advanced 
by the other side. When he was on the point of 
completing his arguments, he was made aware of 
his blunder by one of his colleagues. He remained unmoved 
and at once addressed the court. “My Lords, such 
will be the arguments put forward by the other side. 


Now I begin to refute them.” We wonder why the premises 
of the conclusion which upset the whole thing, were 
not more carefully examined to see if there was some 
other alternative possible. Such cases of resemblance, 
corroboroted by the record of commentators and co firmed 
by the voice of tradition, às exist between the sgTedTetiz (C 
of alae and the ng of afẹ, cannot be a matter 
of mere chance. As we shall try to show later on, EI 
cannot be carried below 600 A.C. He may be much earlier. 
So there is no necessity of putting the cart before the horse. 


quii and AAT: 

Now we come to one of the most important parts of the 
discussion upon the date of gg. aug, the auther of 
PENAN, has been very popular among the literati of 
' mediæval India, perhaps even to some extent more than ATHE 


himself, who had the misfortune of having his work not 
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so easily available. Ob a close study of the Works of these 
great poeticians, the impression becomes irresistible that they 
were related to each other, some way or other. There are 
some passages which are identical in the works of both, not 
only in sense but even in phraseology!. There are others, 
more important still, which appear to involve mutual criticism,? 
Besides, there are various views—either similar or dissimilar 
to one another—which clearly point to an intimate relation 
existing between the e; egre and State? i 

These impressions, culled from the works of these two 
writers, led to the discussion of their chronological relation 
with each other. A sharp controversy ensued for settling the 
priority of one to the other. Mr. M. T. Narsimheing wr raised 
this issue for the first time and was inclined. to place 
quest before age? He found his arguments very 
ably refuted by such eminent scholars as Mr. Trivedi, 
Dr. Jacobi, Prof. Rangacharya’, Dr. Ganpati Sastri? and 
Prof, Pathak?. The last seems, however, to have changed 
his view later on!?. As the majority of views appears to 
fayour the priority of ATAR, we need not encumber our 
humble paper with the statements of all views held either 


1. Kane—Introduction to «rfzcazüur, P. XXV ; De— 
History of Sanskrit Poetics, I. pp. 64-65. 

De—History of Sanskrit Poetics, I. PP. 65-66. 

Kane— Introduction to arfai, pp. XXV—XXXV. 

J. R. A. S., 1905, pp. 535 ff. 

Introduction to Hatgezgettoan pp. XXIII ff. ; Ind. Ant. 
XLII, ff. ; Bhandarkar Com. Vol., P. 40. 

Z. D. M. G., LXIV, pp. 134 and 139. 

Introduction to his edition of Kaze 

Introduction to eatqaraagd, p. XXV. 

Introduction to ANAA ni, p. 16, 

to. J.B.B.RAS , XXII p. 19; Ind, Aut, XLI, p. 236 


wher 


ESI 
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agaiast or ia favour of his priority. Mr. Kane has very 


cautiously collected the arguments of either side and those 
who feel interested may refer to his learned work!. Mr. Kane, 
after stating and examining al! such views with admiriable 
impartiality, has come to the conclusion that in reality no 
judgement is yet possible on the question one way or the 
other though from the character of the arguments employed 
he seems to be somewhat inclined in favour of gazrs 
priority to arag. He sums up his position thus: “ It seems 


probable that tug and «uet follow independent 


the former having more affinity with the Raye 
the latter with ges school. Whoever may be earlier, 
both are very near cach other and are to be placed between 
500-630 A. C.?" Dr. De has, however, by forcibly re-stating 
some cogent arguments, ably demonstrated that the majority 
view is the only best logical alternative?. 

We shall, by way of concluding this portion of our 
paper, state one or two points which, to our mind, would con- 
clusively show that ag cannot be brought down to a period 
later than gast, Recently a book named safagrattaa4r 
has been discovered in the South by the Curator of the 
Madras Oriental MSS. Library*. It is evident from the 
said MS. that it was written by sagt, It is prefaced, as is 
usually done in ‘ays, with a number of verses. These 


verses include the praise of gg and qq along with that 


1. Introduction to arfaeuzast, pp. XXV—XXXV. 

2. Ibid p. XXXV. 

3. History of Sanskrit Poetics, Vol. I, pp. 64—79. 

4. Proceedings and Transactions of the Second Oriental 
Conference, pp. 193-201; Journal of the Mythic Society, 
XIII, pp. 671-685. 

5. Praedtengerarta fast soa feodis: 1 
aen wey Rat a ayy n 
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of many others. From this Poetic Introduction, we further 


learn that quet was a great-grandson of Ir who has 
been described here as a contemporary of kings z ferta and 
(ager. These monarchs were great ruling kings about 
580 A.C. Thus it appears quite reasonable to infer that 
get, being fourth in descent from arf, must have 
belonged to the last quarter of the 7th or the begining of 
the 8th Century. "This statement finds an additional support 
from the fact that gaz has not only praised sp but 
has narrated the story of grat along with other episodes in 
his eat and this narration seems to be an accurate 
reproduction of the tale as is found in the quiu of erte 
SEED. It is a well known fact that am belonged to 
the court of gaa who reigned from 606 to 648 A.C. A 
northern poet cannot be expected to have achieved in a decade 
or two, in those days of hard communication, so much fame 
as to merit such a high praise from a critic of the South. 


It may be further shown on a most reliable authority 
that arag must have lived before qrq. SITae qr in hst 
waarm, while asserting that the same idea, though 
already expressed by one poet, appears new and charming 
when put in a suggestive garb by another poet, points out 
a case where qmmpWz, drawing upon an idea expressed by 
arme in one of his verses of Ene writes a prose 


l. qat r— EE: aS: 
AATAAN AACA | Bar autana cd pus (gafa VI. para 
15 of Kane’s edition) gearat rar fafie a rear gea: feu | 
qagan fat qam? (AASR II 27.) zët 
TaN aciatdeträSarguneseag anre ANAF (SIATE, 
zara IV p.236. 
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passage in edu. It is quite clear from this that oe. 
qw had positive belief which must have been based on 
traditions prevalent among the Kagmirian Pandits of his 
day. that arag was an old and popular predecessor of epar 
so that the latter could safely and honourably borrow ideas 
from the former. Hence unless this statement of tass 
is shown to militate against the verdict of accepted 
chronology bearing on the question (as is quite unlikely) the 
fact o 


tags priority can never be challenged. 

With due deference to those who hold that ops and 
qut are chronologically very near to and not far removed 
from each other, we may be permitted to observe here, in 
passing, that to us it does not appear to be the fact. WIE 
most probably belonged to Kaémir and sgr undoubtedly 
hailed from the South. It cannot be imagined that the 
writers so far removed could vie with each other in those 
days. It caunot be denied that ausy, with an evident criti- 
cising mood, tries to eclipse the work of atag by his own. 
This case is somewhat like wrcfe and AT who. though not 
far removed in space, were, in time, far away from each other. 
This point can be further borne out by the linguistic 
evidence. The spas had not, perhaps, been so much in 
vogue in the time of game as they were in the time of aust, 
Perhaps Sage which finds such a high and merited 


‘eulogy from eae} had not yet been written. og makes 


no linguistic division of pea as easy does. If it could 
be proved that the WHAAATLAT, the oldest commentary on 
amas unes, was from the pea of this very Ig, 
the author of RETAIL, it might be held to have been 
the oldest work on Prakrit Grammar, next only to gare, 
the author of the gas it comments upon. In this connection 
it may be pointed out that the later aarerzt—not to say 
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the other dialects—does not wholly conform to the rules om | 


auaf as explained by WAE and that the later commen. 
tators, gesat and others, have tried to explain the ga ` 
ina much more comprehensive way. Howsoever it may 
be, it is undoubtedly clear that the picture of society found 
in the work of. oe —aintly drawn though it may be— 
can be clearly distinguished from what we find depicted jn 
the patga of quer. The poetic luminarics so familiar | 
to the eyes of ams s age had, by the time of qa, totally 
disappeared from the horizon. The elegant simplicity of 
the earlier Muse had not as yet hardened into sentimental 
ideas and artistic expressions. , The sharp controversies 
ranging between the Buddhists and the Hindus in the time 
of arme, had led tothe study of the science and art of | 
Polemics, so that even a work on Poetics was expected to take 
the topics into consideration. But the atmosphere seems to 
have wholly changed by the time of sagt. The heroes of 
popular stories were yet fresh in the memory of the people. 
Coming to the field of Poetics itself, we find not a few points 
of contrast along with those of similarity in the works 
of these two authors. There is no use enlarging upon 
this topic, for, it can become obvious to even a casual 
reader of the said works. We feel, therefore, inclined to | 
believe that age was seperated from sust not by decades | 
but by centuries. 


WHITE and anata. 

We have shown above that on the evidence of 
azada in saam, ag cannot be placed later 
than ata who flourished in the first half of the 7th century 
but this view is seriously challenged by the hypothesis that 
awe has borrowed some logical topics from preti } 
Dr. Jacobi has discussed this point at some length and in 
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that connection has considered the date ol Ste "He 


E D D t 

places anafaa between the sojourns in India of Houen Tsang 
and of Itsing. The former who travelled between 630 and 
643 makes no reference to the Buddhist Logician. The 
latter, travelling between 671 to 695, seems clearly to have 

O at tte SE 1 X e nct T 1 
heard of him.  Taranütha! makes wget a contemporary 
of the Tibetan King Sroi.tsan-gam-po who lived during 
627-698 A. C. So the middle of the seventh century may 

THAM f tenSaart rp poe MORI 
be fairly taken to be the date of 2821. 1f, however, it GHG 


be proved, as Jacobi has tried to do, t atag had actually 


rr 
} = - —— 2:3 = AX Tp t $ 
the logical work of em. the statement of 


E t would considerably lose in value and @tHe would 
consequently have the chance of being dragged down to the 
8th century at least, Let us first examine the arguments put 
forward therefor. 

All the arguments put forward for establishing the 
indebtedness of sqm to qaaa are based upon a few 
points of similarity existing in their works?. They are 
only three. Let us take them one by one. WIH has 
given two definitions of ging: 


Gere Maaga sp Baa | 
afit aracturáquid at? Arg: H muro V. 11 
Now we know from the atqae of sere dieran upor 
earaanfas that the definition. of AJRIH, 35 given here in the 
second half of the sloka, came originally from Raan’. 
But what are we to say about the first difinition ? ** Die 


1. See Vidyabhüsana's History of Indian Logic, pp. 305-6. 
2. See Dr. Jacobi’s ‘ Bhimaha und Dandin ihr Alterund 
ihre Stellung in der indischen Poetic’ in Sitz. d. Preuss. Akad. d. 
Wiss., XXIV, 1922, pp. 211-212. 
3. See Dr. Randle’s ‘Fragments from Dinnaga,' pp. 21-22. 


6 
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| 
erste Her Berde N VOR VEER ”, write, 
Dr. Jacobi, “mutz also von einem andern Philosophen | 
herrühren ". And who is that another philosopher? J iy 
waatfa—says Dr. Jacobi, for, at one place of his Uem 
we read ggati feat sard ootd at, cep xeu Ranie | 
gea? Ma gau | | 
In this case as well as in the cases following, the | 
question, which we are to put to ourselves, should be whether | 
a particuliar view— femgrez SU forinstance—is peculiar 


with someone or is common to many. Such an argument 
can have any weight only when the view concerned Ze original, 
Unfortunately we do not find any such thing in the present 
case. feme Sea is a too well-known thing with our 


@arfias to have originated with yaatfa. It is quite 
sufficient for our purpose here to show that it was known 
even to aart. Thanks to the labours of the late lamented 
Dr. Vidyabhüsana, we can have some knowledge of fqsaur 
works. fg in his qaqa gaa spoke of steam thus!: 
An inference for one's self (svarthanumana, ran-don-gyi-rjes- 
dpag) is defined as the knowledge of a thing derived through | 
its mark or sign of three characters. Will it not, when | 
turned into Sanskrit, read somewhat exactly like the extract | 
from earafacz of anetfa cited above? In this connection | 
we are to note one thing more. The way in which omg 
gives this definition along with that of zsm, does not only | 
show that it came from some other source, but also tothe | 
fact that it formed an earlier and more commonly accepted 
view. Besides AQAA, we havea clear description 
of ferrea dean in vattatgga. 3 Whoever might be the 


1. See Dr, Vidyabhisana’s History of Indian Logic, p. 280^ ` 


2. This work has been so long known only through Tibetan 
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author of this work,! none has so far tried to prove that it 


was written after ygqatfa, Thus we see that omg was 
not in any way indebted to weaitfa for his knowledge of 
(eire Secun. We are very much inclined to think that 
he had not to thank even Zëzast for, at least, this section of 
Indian Logic. He might have prob ibly derived his knowledge 


from some earlier logician. 


The other statement of arag which has been said to 
e net - 


correspond with that of geng is sag agaaa te 


" 
"e 


( swsuro-V. 25). agatha has gaqita exarata: ? i 
The similarity is indeed striking. But the question again 
: : e conet d 

comes up: Is it an original idea of aasia 2 The same 
question may be raised with regard to the third correspond- 

unnar ( Risate-V. 29 ). 
Does adita propound a new theory when he says 
gum atcieg star? In both the above cases, aanta 
does not appear to have anything peculiar to himself. The 


q 


i f 325 
ing statement of aag — (dt S 


3 


: Gen have been know Seef: E 
s have been known to earlier writers 
gags and ses he 


Texts. Fortunately it is now going to be published by Principal 
A. B. Dhruva in the Gaekwad Oriental Series. We owe our 
knowledge of it to the kindness of Principal Dhruva. 


For the three characteristics of the Middle Term (fg 
Sec) as found in earam, see History of Indian Logic, p.291. 


1. The question is a mooted one. We postpone its discus- 


sion for the time being. 


2, sume, ‘(Peterson's Edn.) LL. 138. 
Benares Edn. reads gamt eqaarefen:. See p. 132. 


3. earafaez, Peterson's Edn, lIi. 140; Benares Edn. p. 133. 
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Satz and atfas?. 


Mr. P. V. Kane*, who, as has been noted before, 


ave simular descriptions of | 


| 
| 
| 
l 


pointed out the similarity existing between the works of | 


Mag and anatta, quite independently of Dr. Jacobi 
3 


has cited another śloka from orag- Stam 


appearing 
somewhat exactly like a passage jn 
games sloka reads thus ; 

SLIT: TAMIA SETREHTTHT a A | 

aaraa Aaa at: Pers aaregre-V, 5 
geb writes thus: 

fart ara magaga = (p. 10), ser fp: 

Saa (p. 21)...... Se amram (p 24) ër, 
area fata: (p.25) Now it may be : 
out here that this division and definition of 


ws has not 


ain pointed | 


originated with Jania | Almost all the logicians who | 


were opposed to siqrz (who propounded four STIS) 
had mostly a similar view. ean, for instance, in his 
THIS (ch. 1) states that pramanas are only two, 
viz., perception and inference. All objects being known 


through them, there is no other sata} Dr. Vidyábhüsana | 


has restored the Sanskrit ongina thus ; 


They are too well- known to require much argumentation 
for establishing their existence before waa. In this connection 
it wil be, how ever, interesting to refer to 


I. 


a IgA of maa 
(1-2-18) and AREATA s ATEA thereon The sutra is apararii- 
CH cerca at: | areata comments upon it thus :—qgÈ fe 
a: geet GTI at arf: | nou Tag: arg araa geste, 
gnera: gfawa gfa eee HemitssTaTemanrsirsdp ff i 


2, See Vidyábhnsana's History of Indian Logic, p. 298. 


3. Introduction to his Edn. of amazin, p. XL. 
, 
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groen ant ei sar fü Sang d 


gad an fad fü a gaeat aaa d 


It will be seen from the ebove that all those passages 
from visitata, which have been cited as originals of opge 
$lokas, have no originality with themselves. They represent 
views which were quite well-known even before the birth 
of the Buddhist logician. Under such circumstances one 
cannot safely argue that gue was indebted to adala 
and to nobody celse. Dr. Jacobi is not such a superficial 
scholar as to be convinced of zpWrg s indebtedness to 
anatia simply upon the basis of accidental similarity of 
views. We presume that it was the partial similarity of 
phraseology too, which led him to entertain such a view. 
But to our mind, the similariy of phraseology in the present 
case is not so very significant. Striking similarity is seen 
only in the sentences which deal with gays and artas But 
there again, we cannot say that nafa was the first person 
to use them. With equal force, we may say that it was 
arag who wrote them first of all We see no absurdity 
init. If sqeacfeta, philosopher as he was, did not find 
it inconvenient to repeat the phraseology of our poetician, 
we see no reason why aaia would not do the some, if 


he could find something handy, cut and dried, from him. 


What we want to emphasise very particularly is simply 
this that the similarity of phraseology, even if it could be 
proved to exist beyond doubt, will not by itself be of much 
use. In such a case, there are three alternatives possible, each 
of which being equally tenable. Now with regard to the 
topic in question, unless and until more definite evidence is 
forthcoming, none cau be justiued iu claiming that og 
borrowed views aad phraseology from aefatfa. It may be 
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equally coget fo Say" Eioup dae RR anand eausa to NE | 


or both of them had utilised some common source, | 


As far as we are aware, Dr. Jacobi did not point on 


any other line of evidence which could further support m 
assumption. "Diese Entlehungen Bhamahas” says the great 
orientalist, * aus Dharmakirtis Nyayabindu beweisen, dass B. 
jünger als dieser, wenn auch vielleicht nur ein jüngerer 
Zeitgenosse desselben, war". But how has the indebted. 
ness of org been proved? There he writes thus: “Nun 
lautet Dharmakirtis Definition, Nyayabindu II. 3; tatra | 
trirapallingad yad arumeye jiīnam, tad | 
ähnlich der Bhamaha von gegebenen, dass kaum noch ein | 
Zweifel darüber bestehen kann, woher letztercr sie genommen 
hat. Noch deutlicher zeigen uns das Bhämaha Deñnitionen der 
düsanas und der jatisin V. 28." This is the sum and 


anumanam so 


substance of all his statements in this connection. We 
really wonder how such a veteran scholar as Dr. Jacobi,. 
with such faulty and inadequate preinises, could jump to such 
a momentous conclusion. Mr. P. V. Kane, with characteristic 
cautiousness of a lawyer, did not, though suggesting the | 
same line of argument, commit himself in any way. | 
He is peruaps more inclined to suggest qug s indebted- | 
Less to fear, if he could only prove it. It is gratifying 
to note that Dr. Jacobi's hypothesis is not now meeting 
with that universal approbation which it was at first expected 
to do, It has been called in question by Dr. J. Nobel? and | 


quietly ignored by Dr. B. Bhattücharya?. 1 
I. See his Introduction to artacazg p. XL. l 

2 , 
2. ‘Die Avantisundarikatha’, Zeitschrift für Indologie wd 


| 
1 
| 


Iranistic, Bd. V, p. 150, 


3. Foreword to xtree fata s qeu (G. O. S: XXX) 
pp. LAXIX —LXXX. 
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The best way for determining whether app was in- 


debted to wafa or not, would have been perhaps the 
comparison of opge views with the peculiar views of 
adafa. It is known to all who know anything of 
mediaeval logic that  spjanfe, though a follower of 
Rg s, did not adopt his views in toto. The peculiarities of 
waste have been carefully noted by Dr. Vidyabhusana! 


and a reference to these will surely make 


no special view of the Buddhist logician 


represented in the work of 


indications which point diametrically to the «ppo 
We may just refer to some of them. The de 
geag, as given by RS SILKE is Uu Ez 
an important addition is made by aasia by saying 


qedqanresurgu^. Now the term gated is not such as 
can be ignored by any person coming after him. Geanrs 
GE 


definition was rather too general and consequently could be 
interpreted to apply to everything, so that everything will he 
mag, sepe did actually interpret it in this way*. To 
avoid this contingency, vibe added spate which made 
it clear that by saq, we were to mean here equa and 


nothing else. Who will indulge in such an inexactitude 


I. See Vidylibhügaya? s History of Indian ET. pp. 
315—318. 

2. amefa in his arepigtet, while commenting upon 
‘aqt g weed sexu eane begins, "mem Fear 
wsmudeaeia em gla 1 See also Vidyübbisana's History of Indian 
Logic, pp. 276—277 and Dr. Randle's Fragments from Dinniga, 
pp. 8— 10. 

3. See aafe (Benares Edn.), p. 11. 

4. He takes it as eqeqat a gës 
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when once it has been so pointed out: ‘AT gives two 


definitions of sea in a single line. It is— 


qag saade ARR gin tere vn 
o definitions—the first of them—belongs, on 


one of the tw 
the authority of araeafa faz, to fast and the second, 
on the same authority, to quaeg!, the teacher of 
Now can it be imagined that 22 could have afforded to leave 
out aiaia s definition, had he been aware of it ? Besides, 
e ^. TRE mm^ 2 
stat is defined by adzia in a strikingly different way, 


According to him waqar is sif erri AI eer, 
gatia:?,  Butgelame, while discussing Bgas dclinition 
of Maq says: CHA RA neus ? aas ANRA | uq 
faa aasch a a arabe v? rufa 


Pre calls it @auatfangaty*. Now the ergrarais must be 
samt and all those who had a similar view. We may 
presume that 2196 was also one of them—at least conversant 
with the view—for he says sat amara Ar qà- 
Btaa-wteato V.6. lt may be admitted that aaAfa’s 
definition of aqar is more academic in tone exactly as his 
definition of sz is more exact in expression. If ynag 
could afford to give two views on an important issue, he would 
not, we think, mind to give a third one also, if it was more 
useful and suitable, as ge: DE SE are. 


Ee begins his comment upon TN m, 
aarsatz. Dar Je, | quá TARGA quz game? aaa 
eem Preg gA A-a o D 99. See also Dr. Randle’s 
Fragments from Diùnāga, p. 12—13. 

2. aaa, p. 13. 
3. MATÍ, p. 44. 
4. anitat, P. 102. 
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ne thin : z : 
& more should be noted in this connection. 


far as we know, SUED has now 
shown any reg: 


As 
here in his extant works 
ard to the views of agag, though his pupil, 
fasst, is his great authoritative source But Ug has 
referred to the views of the older logician in unmistakable 
language. May we not assume with probability that, by 
the time of qafa, agay had been somewhat eclipsed 
by his decidedly abler pupil ? 


with fg. 


It will be undoubtedly quite profitable to give here the 
results of a detailed comparison of these works; but we are 
afraid the space at our disposal will not permit it. We may, 
in passing, just note a few points. atag has six quias! but 

vui has only four.? If we were to look into Stater 
we shall find no less than nine.* But what is very interesting 
to note is that some of the definitions and examples of WIE 
wholly correspond with those in exqTa9dsr | gura is included 
by aaia in Rravèg* but atag takes it separately? exactly 
as we find it in eqTasag and JAQUETA In sgr and 
saaga we further find ggreq divided into two cases 
according to the way they are possible either by araea or 
Suri? | This is also the case with qrag i But qatida has 


1 EATER, V. 13-20. 

2. egqafaeg, pp. 84-85. 

3- eupmm—sSee in the History of Indian Logic, pp.290-291 

4. fre tae: | avadardadifartfa a mt grat WIS 
araaraaa: afar, | Zei geg eut gags- fag, P-117- 

t. o WIEHTEEN, V 21 V 26-27. 

, H 2 20&—-6. I t 

6. History of Indian Logic, pP 286-7, 295—6. In these 
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no such division. The few points, noted above, are quite 


sufficient to convince any unprejudiced person that orpgie 
borrowing from geit is any thing but possible. 

Even if these points were not available, we could have 

shown that x148&'s coming after adafa cannot be imagined. 
anA, as shown above, lived about 650 A. C. and hailed 
from the South of India. otsaziez lived in Bengal in the 
beginning of the 8th century. Now, we cannot, with any 
stretch of our imagination, conceive that within half a 
century such a progress could be possible in those days of 
chard communication. saqatfa becomes sufficiently famous, 
his works are carried to Kashmir, there aing utilises them 
for writing his own work, then he also becomes well-known, 
his work reaches Bengal and is devoured Ey gracia and 
all this was accomplished within half a century ! It seems to 
be hardly possible. We have no reason, therefore, to doubt 
9T E WS statement that atq wes acquainted with y(ig's 
work, so that 600 A.C. can be safely taken to be the lower 
limit of ytag’s date. 


But what should be his upper limit? The fore-going 
discussion has shown that mg was familiar with the 
views, which are, on the authority of aaefa, ascribed 
to Raan | We have further shown that his views some- 
times correspond with those which are found in ENIAN | 
Nanjio! and Takakusu? ascribe this work to amga l 


But 
Pandit Vidhusekhara Bhattacharya thinks that N 


anjio ‘ has 


cases resemblance in phraseology is also t 


has, however, got such a division in zuana, 

I. .ianjio’s Catalogue of the Chinese Tripitaka, 
Nos. 1223, 1224. 
2. A Record of the Buddhist Religion by Itsing, 


P. 270, 


186. PP. 177, 
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made aP alise Ku Same E 
eting the name into Sanskrit. The 


name, às given in Chinese in the book itself, is Y 


i à ü lua, th 
Sanskrit equivalent of which is Diùnāga is 
ga. 


"! But, according to 
MAI g - ` z 2 d 
Sugiura? and Ui,’ sara is attributed by the Chinese 


tradition to uztat l Rgants work, according to this 
view, was UE, quite distinct from AIAN. Dr. 
Randle* sees ‘no reason to doubt the correctness of the 
Chinese attribution of the eqragre to Dianaga. That being 
the case, it is impossible that Dinnaga should have been the 
author of ayaa.’ But we see no reason to doubt the 
correctness of the Tibetan attribution of 


the staat to 
satt | If that be the case, it is impossible that any other 


person but fat should have been the author of the 


eqrauqu Besides many cogent arguments so ably put forward 
by Pandit Vidhugekhara Bhattacharya® for proving that 
qrara was the work of faetum, one thing appears to turn 
the scale to a very great extent. It isa curious fact that 
great was not known to either Houen Tsang or Itsing. 
The Tibetan texts are quite ignorant of his name. The 
Tibetan translation of the Chinese transiation of aA 
clearly shows that:at that time even the Chinese did not 
know of ggati Ju is really inexplicable how they 
came, later on, to associate his name with aqaa | There 
seems to be some bailling confusion, lurking somewhere or 
other. Unless and until this mystery is cleared up, we 


shall not know the real ground of its attribution by the 


1. ©The Nyáya Pravesa of Diiniga,’ Indian ‘Historical 


Quarterly, Vol. III, p. 154 

Hindu Logic as preserved in China and Japan, pp. 36-37- 
Vaisesika Philosophy, p. 68. 

Fragments from Diünága, p. Di, 

Indian Historical Quarterly, Vol. ILI, pp- 1547159: 
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Clase! reegelen DE Grot aS cbangohibetan Taye 
as edited by Pandit Vidhusekhar.i Bhattacharya, is Concerned 

y A ooti of EE : 
it is more than probable that it ir the work o: SERT: Ii 
learned editor has compared it with the Chinese and Sanskrit 


Versions and does not perhaps find material difference 
between them. So what is said of the Tibetan Version 
with regard to its authorship, may be, therefore, true of Other 
versions as well? We have every hope that this puzzling 
enigma will be cleared up by Principal Dhruvo/s Introduction 
to the Sanskrit Version of the eqs? | 

1t does not, however, matter much for us even if 
geet was to be proved the author of tert | Heis 
said to have been the pupil of fiet and, consequently 
must have been his younger contemporary. So when we 
find clear resemblance of certain views and expressions in 
WIHES work from the works of fast and sqpasqsr, we 
can, without hesitation, say that aam: date will furnish the 
upper limit to NARS age. 

The date of Baar depends npon the date of his 
teacher, agaegq | Nanjio informs us that garsa wrote 


a life of "Be" between A. C. 401 and 409 and gen. 
who lived between A.C. 49y and 560, wrote another, From 


—— — 


——— 


1 Garkwad Oriental Series, XXXIX Part II. 


2, Dr. N. D, Minoroy Contributes a paper on * Diùnāga’s 


$a and Haribhadra’s c 
volume Presented to Dr. Garbe 
from the title 


ommentary on it,’ to the 


We have not as yet seen it, but 
we may assume that 


ga to Ream | he is also inclined to attribute 
4 G.0.S, XXXIX Part L 

- Naniio' 
F Nanjio's Catalogue of the Chinese Tripitaka , app. T- 64: 
5. Ibid No | 


` 1463. 
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e ex Ee, was NEE of 
B ond e EN AE y y d with acus 
followed, as has been done b D A Sex ks Mice E 
quae, who died, it is SE erc E SE 

dee AA ; at the age of 80, will be found 
to have been living between 280-360 A.C. But unfortunately 
all scholars are not at one. Different scholars assign 
different dates to qgaeg | The other most important view 
is that which places him between 420—500 A.C.5 But 
the majority of the scholars? appears to be inclined towards 
the former view. Undoubtedly that view appears, to say 
the least, much more probable. If we were to subscribe to 
the other view, the whole subsequent chronology becomes 
awfully disturbed. Then we have to look upon S&HTCSi[4''s 
‘Life of Vasubandhu' as a myth and disbelieve the 
traditions which make agaeg one of the Patriarchs and his 
work as having been translated into Chinese by Hata l 

So we have seen above that there is every probability 
of agag having lived between 280 and 360 A.C. Now 
Raam, being his pupil, must have been his junior 
contemporary and so must have lived somewhere before 
400. Now, if 400 A. C. is to be the approximate date of 
Ream, that date must also be considered to furnish the 
upper limit to ges date. We may, therefore, safely say 


Takakusu, J. R. A. S., 1905, P. 44- 


I. 

2. Early History of India, 3rd Eda., p. 320. 

3. lbid, pp. 328 fi. 

4. Bull. de 1? Ecole francaise d' Extreme-orient, XI. 355 ff. 
5. Vidyabhisana’s History of Indian Logic, pp. 2667 20 
6. Keith—Indian Logic and Atomism, p. 98, Buddhist 


Philosophy p. 
(G. O. S. XXX) pp. LXVI—LXXX. 
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1 7 ates ot res: 
that arag must have lived between the ama 


and qq, ViZ» between 400 and 600 A. (C 


Jf we wish to be a little more exact with regard to the 

of , we should try to find oat whether he was 
de e SCH or to aatia | We have EE shown 
that his views correspond much more with those of Lem 
than those of uda | We have further shown that he was 
living in an age when the old teachers were not as yet 
forgotten. This fact can be further borne out by a careful 
comparison of his work, with the extant works of those 
teachers. At some places he has referred the reader for 
details to other works which are not found perhaps in 
fesart’s works. We have further to take into consideration 
that age fame must have taken some time for becoming 
so much ripe as to induce a poet of Kanouj, as gg indeed 
was, to become acquainted with the work of the great 
Kashmirian. If we may be permitted to allow a century 
forit, we shall be, we thihk, not wrong in placing MAg 
before 500 A. C. But the way he writes, the atmosphere he 
breathes, the company he keeps,—all these leave us still 
unsatished. We are very much tempted to think that he 
was not far removed from Tësamt, though we cannot 
positively prove it by direct evidence. The fifth chapter of 
his steatazt, teeming so much with philosophical logic, 
rather smacking much more,as it were, of polemics, makes 
us believe that he was living in an age which was permeated 
with debate and controversy in every quarter. Such a 
period in Indian History was possible only with such scholars 
as fean | We know from accounts!, preserved here and 


OSE ee 


1. Lama Tārānātha’s Geschichte des Buddhismus von 
Schierfner, pp. 130—135; Vidyabhusna’s History of Indian Lo mick 
pp. 272-274. 
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there, that the'greay Sr spent his whole life in vehement 


greta —heated controversy and debate. He was known in 
his times as Egg or a fighting bull, But such an age 
did not last for a long time. By the time of stéi, stater 
or settling the logic of poetry, which was considered so very 
necessary an appendage in a work on Poetics by garg, 
came to be considered as a useless TELAT! j Even in 
the time of sur, we find no indication of the continuation 
of gants age of passionate debate and heated controversy. 
Further, no indication to that effect has been furnished even 
by the 5th and 6th century inscriptions of the Guptas. Thus 
we are not far wrong in believing that that age of controversy 
almost came to an end with EAN 1 Hence we may 
conclude that rag was either ‘a contemporary of or 
came immediately after Raam, who, we know, became 
widely known throughout the country on account of his 
incessant wanderings on controversy tours,? Consequently 
we may state that wg was, with all probability, living 
about 400 A.C. or, if squid happens to be proved the 
work of ginger, a few years later. 


ytag’s WORKS 

It is indeed very difficult—if not wholly impossible— 
to determine whether our author had written any other 
work besides the well-known IST | We find, no EE 
the name of WAE associated with certain quotations 
which are not traceable in the regret | maang, 10 bs 
commentary, si9eatear, on afararam pete, quotes SC 
in the name of ag extracts which are nowhere to be 


found in the peatagis | One of them appears to have 
`. fae aber: RRA fe vena 


e des Buddhismus von Schiefner. 


2. Taranatha’s Geschicht 
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been taken from a work on Metrics" and the other from 


some work on Poetics?. The latter sentence, curiously 

TZAT- 
qag of Sez and its example in qiga | Some slokas 
are quoted by atttage in his commentary on JALATRT 
in the name of gei These seem to have been taken 
from a work on Metrics?. 


l. Ga ada amet offen zfs came: p. 4. ( Ro ato 
edition ). 
2. gu WA vate zeäatfadlg po aro 
akma ANNAN | zfa | sated wewupauaed ge 
tz tea Ruwerfü fearatieaart Anang mie ea 
exe sta | p. 10. 
9. age wmia— | 
«gaze: aaan RTTA i 
qur àa: shed samena, 
vr) Rena aeee RRT. u 
gwar, p. 6 (Benares Edition). 
age om 
AAR: Beat 3 3 ARATIR: | 
a pi aa fara: egie amdtsti ara 
a: at it gea wert Fateh fast scagr zou. 
Sts sp faae vert at zÄ Se | 
z: aitat dr freut mmm 3 gt ed up as 
di ar QA OS a: CRORE: uq. i 
dr wet va ard ATAA wat qu uu wa n 
a: ated wa Az Preauftc qm eats anm 
qu Fe a eara uuum 


d 
H 


ward omg quf ae mag Basa N 
THAT p. 7. 
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S g down to us in the name 


of org, presumably taken from works now wholly lost 
we have a well-known commentary on Need s is 
Prakrit Grammar written in sutras by quzfu. It isc cule 
quse and is considered to be the oldest commentry 
now extant!. à 


We have no direct evidence to prove or disprove that it 
was the author of ștaatagtt who wrote the works referred 
to above. Who can say if there were not several persons 
bearing the same common appellation? But it is not every 
person bearing a similar name who is equally famous. The 
author of the gtamaaarcat, however, has been identified by 
somewith the writer of sgpemagm. Dr. Pischel? following 
Peterson? did not even doubt, that the two ass might be 
different. He says—‘ Der. alteste commentator is Bhamaha, 
ein Kaschmirer, der auch Rhetor und Dichter war. " As far 
as we can see, their opinion seems to have been based upon 
the hearsay of the Pandits. Howsoever reliable their views 
may be, we would very much wish that they were backed 
by historical evidence, so that they could be pronounced as 
perfectly definite. But it appears at the same time simply 
impossible to believe that such 3 versatile scholar, as the 
author of Iu seems to have been, could have 
remained perfectly idle before or after the writing of bis 
brilliant work on Rhetoric. So, in & word, we do not find 
ourselves in a position to 
either this way or that way: 


pronounce any definite opinion 


1. Pischel’s Grammatik der Prakrit Sprachen, P: 35: 


2. Ibid. 
e also Aufrecht's Catalogus Catalogo- 


4. garaam, D 795 Se 
rum and Pischel’s Rudrata p, DL 
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We wish very much that we could discuss thoroughly 
and examine critically the learned and interesting contents 
of the smpeumqgi, but the consideration of space does not 
permit us to enlarge upon this topic at any great length, It 
is enough to remember here that aere has divided his work 
into six qRSSas or sections treating of five topics. They 
are as under— 


l. graad, To this section 60 verses have been 
devoted. They dispose of a few general questions about 
poetry, its use, definition, etc ; 

2. sags. This topic consists of the definitions and 
illustrations of the Figures of Speech. 


It is interesting to 
meet here with a few names of poets 


who are now wholly 
unknown. This portion covers 160 verses ; 


3. as. Here Sg discusses the demerits of poetic 
' compositions in 50 verses ; 

4. eara(sia — Here he tries to settle the 
foundation of poetry. 
section following form pa 
of compositions. 


logical 
Really Speaking, this section and the 
rts of the discussions on the demerits 
But as Logic and Grammar appear to 
supreme in his days, the author was led 
to devote, unlike many others, specia] Sections to them. 
This section has for its share 70 Verses ; 

3. sraZ[z-—Here the author tr 
would-be poets to take care of and avoid the grammatical 
mistakes which are eyer so prone to creep jn, This section 
has 60 verses}. 


1. Wag himself has summed up the whole TRO he edi aU e 
of his MATE we: 
TEM aay failed eme AMEE, 
é 
Tara ref: gaar sarai, y 


have been reigning 


ies to instruct the 
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me His EE IN THE HISTORY OF Gees 


POETICS. 


We have seen, at the very outset, in what a great 
esteem weg has all along been held by almost all the great 
writers on Sanskrit Poetics. He is found quoted in the 
works of gurz, GINA, geng, sagada, fue, AAT 
and many others of different times and divergent views. 


H 


With equal regard he has been often referred to by such 
writers of eminence as the authors of WAFL, Saez, 
apaa and others!. This fact cannot but rouse a sense 
of inquisitiveness in our hearts to study the work of THE 
as thoroughly as to find out his merits of such a stable and 
enduring attraction. But this is not an easy thing as it will 
necessitate a thorough review of the important Alamkarike works 
for comparison as well as for tracing their indebtedness 
to our poetician. But the consideration of this topic may 
find a fitting place in a History of Sanskit Poetics and not 
in a paper like this. All that we can do is to take a brief 
historical survey of our subject and determine as correctly 
as possible the place occupied therein by WAR i 


EE MUN NEUEM Luc ce 


quat geen siu: eure Wegen | 
si agf: RRRA FAT T: N 
For the detailed description of the contents, 
Introduction to arazim, PP- XVI-XVII ; for a critical 
review of the contents the reader is referred to Trivedi’s 
“Some Notes on Bhämaha” in Bhandarkar 
cand Dr. De’s History of Sanskrit 


see Küne's 


excellent paper 
Commemoration Volume 
Poetics, Vol. II, pp. 40177412: 

ils see Trivedi's article in Indian Antiquary, 


1. For such deta 3 
troduction to WdTWea- 


Vol. XLII (1913) and also his In 


amga 
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Muse—has been from very early times one of the favourite 
hobbies of the Aryan people. Even the oldest attempt 
at poetry by the primeval ancestors of the human race— 
the qrqq—contains many sparkling gems of genuine poetry, 
It appears that the Aryans had undoubtedly an artistic 
conception of poetry from the very beginning, for we meet 
even in the earliest poems, with expressions of such 
exquisite aesthetic charm as have been later on elaborately 
treated of in the works of Poetics as AAFS or figures of 


speech!, 


We find a treatment of gyaqt in the faa of Be, who, 
at one place, refers to a quite workable definition of this 
figure given by am? | reu; gives further such divisions 
of SWTHT* which seem to have been the fore-runners of the 
subtle distinctions made later on. By the time of qifa 
such technical words as SITATA, SH" etc. had become 
perfectly well-established5, We find further a reference to 


<<. 


1, See "ROT IG A B 164. 20; J, 164. 
I1. See also safe I. 3. 3. and yostrfiga II 2 Si 
Besides these, we may also refer to the several hymns 
containing charming dialogues, known as Satz hymns 
found in the maz. See especially X, 108 ; III. 33. 
These hymns have been considered as th 
of the Sanskrit Drama by Dr. Oldenberg 


2. L4;IIT. 13-18; IX. 6. 

3. Hales SWHT "zen deem amd: | il od saar ar 
Jt emis arenis amend ifs Ed 
"ITA, | — fren, III. 13. 

4, HE 13-18; IX, 6. 

5 See dris agranit 1. 1. 55-56; 11, 3.72; 


e fore-runners 
and others, 


CC-O. Prof. Satya Vrat Shastri Collection. 


Digitized by Arya Samá Foliddatign Chennai and eGangotri 


"EUIS in the grammer of kum which, whatever their 
character, must have had Something to do with the actors, 
Further, tradition credits athafa with the authorship of two 
ARRES known as qr and Secret Aaa? though, 
it is still an open question whether the Gramarian and the Poet 
were one and the same, From the atfam of Siet 
it is evident that such a division of erer as Brea had 
already come into existence, waf, the author of the 
aara on Panini's Sutras, has fortunately left manyiclues by 
which one can safely surmise that literary 
the characteristic of that age. 


activities had been 
He refers to one agree 
three sireqrfizets® and two apres? by name, besides many 
quotations and references of undoubted literary significance’, 
These early grammatical works, as we have seen above 
do not fail to make us infer that the secular literature had 
begun to thrive somewhat luxuriantly even in the early 
periods of our ancient history. We find additional support 
to this hypothesis from the URAT and the agrara which 
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L qahet Riga, IV. 3. 110, ; ei 
SUE IV. 3. 11. 
2. Winlernitz: Geschichte der indischen Litteratur, 
Vol. HT. p. 32. d 
3. Dr. Peterson: JBRAS, XVII (1889), s7ff, J.R.A.S, 1891, 
31r. ff; Pischel: ZDMG, 39, (1885) 95 f; R.G. 
Bhardarkar, JBRAS, XVI, 344. 
4. garea Reed age on the qu, eger mq gei | 
5 aAa gd Aa gn NÉI FAR | WETuTU Vol, Up 315, 
They are qrqagut, Gaara and Hae, grote .II. 
P. 313. à Oé 
7. 3 ama arate aaa meus got aala, 
Wege a ate aeqaedtfa 1 Vol II, p. 34 and 36. 
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contain a very large number of highly poetic passages. Some 
of these are found quoted in the later authoritative works on 
Poetics!. 

The qaraq can be considered as a gg both from 
its form and its matter. It is deservedly called an otemt 
Various dates have been assigned to these two epics by 
different scholars. Dr. Jacobi places rt in the 6th 
century B.C?. The sister of after contains a number 
of references which clearly prove the existence of literary 
activities in his days’. 

It is not conceivable that with the writing of so much 
poetry, no speculation about the nature, function, division 
of poetry could have been going on side by side. That 
we are not wrong in indulging in such an inference can be 
clearly made out by looking into the ayas and aTzas of 
gr^ and by the inscriptions dating 2nd century 
on wards. 


1, See samat, PP: 63, 125, 238 and rm stat, SESTA IV 

2. Dr. Jacobi : Das Ramayana 

3. See Winternitz : Geschichte der indischen Litteratur, Bd. 
III. p. 369. See also erdum (Jolly and Schmidt's Edn. 
p.145 f. 

4. The contents of his works fully bear out the supposition 
that he was conversant with the dict z 
His ares are divided into gz which, een a 
different metres in the end. His fragmentary dramatic 
work is called by himself a TUI, just as his two extant 
qas are styled as gëtëtzäs, These few points along 
with many other minor ones, are quite significant in 


the case ofa Buddhist preacher. For details see Kane- 


Indian Antiquary 1912, P. 127; also Winternitz— 
Geschichte der indischen Litteratur, Vol. 11] Eu: 
d U H n . 
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The inscriptions of ozga! which may be considered 
beyond doubt the earliest of such literary inscriptions 
betray both from their form and contents their acquaintance 


with speculations on Poetics. Though no work has actually 


come down to us, we can find out from the MSI of 
ata? and decidedly from STASI of aag? dist a very 
large number of the writers on the subject had already 
contributed their quota for formulating regular theories of 
Poetics and Dramaturgy. It is not possible to determine 
with perfect satisfaction as to which of the two— Poetics 
and Dramaturgy—preceded the other. There seems 
to be, however, some probability that the Dramaturgy 


I. See Epieraphica Indica Vol. VIII. 36. The inscription 
which is most useful for our Purpose is found at 
Junagarh and dated 150 A.C, It is not only written in a 
poetic style of a high merit but contains many words 
and phrases which clearly betray their unmistakable 
acquaintance with some extinct works on Poetics. The 
following few words may be taken by way of specimen, 
Maange «mri gadet- 
aa aeina ` Des agda Gran 
Aaaa agem ^ s "negaegnafassrequsq 
GHUDIRTSZIGUSUC NRTA NEAN 
CATARATA NORA ET In this 
connection the Gupta Inscriptions are also of great 
interest, 

2. The present text, even though going by the name of 

HA, scarcely seems to be the work of one man. Its 

contents betray frequent handling and rebandling and 

the incorporation of matters by persons of different 
dates. See P. R. Bhāndārkar—Indian Antiquary 

Vol. XLI ; Kane—Indian Antiquary, Vol. XLVI. 


3. Trivedi—Introduction to ` getut and Indian 
Antiquary, Vols Side Vrat Shastri Collection. 
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went somewhat ahead of Poetics. The conception of a 
complete poetry was primarily essentially dramatic! and conse- 
quently Rhetoric proper fell within the folds of Dramaturgy 2, 
But with the growth of literature, Sr could not always 
remain subservient to drama. [t claimed an independent 
consideration for itself, so that in course of time it began to 
include dramas within its own folds?. 

The history of Sanskrit Poetics can, therefore, he con- 
veniently studied in these three stages, viz., (i) the first stage 
when the consideration of Rhetoric fell under Dramaturgy, 
(li) the second stage when the two claimed independently 
separate considerations‘, (iii) the third stage when Dramaturgy 
came to be considered under Poetics. The first stage was 
characterised by the simple and the crude speculations as is 
quite natural for a growing science at its outset. The third 
stage covers the period of speculative elaboration and 
consequently of a relative perfection. 


1. See «za, XVI, 118 (Srequret Edition). The theory 
is upheld by araa in his FSRA |. 3. 30-32 and emm 
in his atfraaareat (Chapter VI) where he says—qraq aTaegzadt 
getan puram fe afar wf eranan 
agam | 

2. The «re may be taken to be, according to aya, one of 
the four constituents of a drama. It is called great and is said to 
have been derived from KAF | See aaqa I, 17- Itis for this 


reason that 274s, pts, ASRS etc. claim only a partial treatment 
in the qaaa | See gët erem XVI. 

3. afago, Chapter 337 and arfecagin afi VI. 

4. See wrae’s BEATER L 24. 


5. Really speaking the conception of {q may be taken to 
be the determining factor of these various stages. It was at 


first thought that complete mode was possible from only a 
dramatic work by way of a combincd effect of dialogues, songs 


CC-0. Prof. Satya Vrat Shastri Collection. 


Digitized by Arya on Bi, and eGangotri 

It was in the second stage that the real formative work 
was undertaken and accomplished. This stage can be 
further considered under two sub-stages, the first of which had 
much to do with speculations on what is called the ÑT 
and the second on the semi of poetry. It was mag- 
PAA, the well-known poetician of Kashmir, who initiated 
and laid a firm foundation of the theory about the sat 


C. 


of poetry, namely, eq i 


A 


We have no data to determine the name and time of 
the author who, for the first time, undertook a scientific 


study of the ÜT of poetry. We may, however, claim 


and acting. The gra, even after becoming a little more indepen- 
dently popular, could only be theught as generating the Nem 
of zzz and ad and not of yz | This explains why we miss the 
treatment of yw in the werks of ETER, a, ama and others. 
But with the advent of the saië School of srdeqqus, a new 
conception of x. stepped in and decided the fate of the later 
development. The qq was no mcre to te thcugbt of as sj or ATCA 
by means of a dramatic action but as magra, being suggested 
primarily by the werds themselves. See aftaqand! on 
araara (Chapter V1). 

1. The histrionic considerations had such an upperhand 
over other elements tbat tke writers in the first stage could devote 
neither time nor attenticn to a detailed study of gez | Theatrical 
managements and stage arrangements along with the treatment 
of ayfaaaq and gata in all their elaborately worked-out details, could 
neither allow them much space nor time for anything else. It bas 
been quite natural in the growth of every science and art that 
as soon as it becomes liberated from a subordinate position under 
its genre, it begins to claim attention from all sides and conse- 
quently to achieve wide ramifications. Such has also been the 
case with our «Ted | 
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from the evidence of the later writers of note that the great 


exponent of such rhetorical speculations was no other person 
than the great org himself. There is no doubt that a 
number of writers on thissubject! preceded oe but perhaps 
the quality of their work as shown by the negligence shown 
to them by even the earlier writers of subsequent times, did 
not reach a very high water-mark. And it is quite natural. 
We cannot expect to find that scientific treatment in the 
infancy of a subject which becomes a necessary characteristic 
of it as it gradually develops. So we should not be 
wrong, if, from the reverence shown to yag and negligence 
to his predecessors, we were to infer that the first work on 
Poetics written on a strictly scientific plan was that of ams) 
He seems to have judiciously assimilated the material 
available in the writings? of his predecessors and with the 
help of a creative genius which he undoubtedly possessed, 
arranged them ona sound basis with due elaboration and 
fitting limitation. The employment of this method has been 
in his case, as shown by the result, an unqualified success. 
The views which he held, the theories which he propounded, 
mostly stood the test of time and criticism to such an extent 
that they were later on upheld by the greatest masters of the 
subject. 


1. AYRE refers to TAA in tte, II. 19, 58, to art in 
II 40, 88, to qme Il. 47. We meet with a number 
of names which have been referred to as high authorities 
on Poetics in the areqdtaiar of waar Some of 


them are these—aqaez, FATA}A, araartata, Afef and 

ata | No work has come down to us under their 
names, 

2 amm refers to azqaraz of mem in 11, ro, 58, to wafaa 
of ztreurds in II. 45, III. ro and to an anonymous work 


called qarga in III. 8. 
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It will not be, we think, out of place to take this 
opportunity and point out the salient features of res work 
by referring to a few instances of such a nature. 


The definition of poetry ( rea ) has all along been 
a matter of great controversy with the writers on Sanskrit 
Poetics. The easiest and the most convenient expression 
for denoting what broadly speaking ster represents has been 
given by rag which is mart aag? | Itis given by 
HES", the author of graat, with certain qualifications. 
It is in fact in these qualifications? that the germs of diver- 
gence, which different schools of Poetics show in point of 


views they propound, exist. 


The same observatition may be made with regard to 
the divison of syqs. The zs as given in Za s MAMET 
as also in the EMEA of quz]? are ten in number. gei 
doubles the number by assigning them both to ges and mui t 
But all the later poeticians of note have had only three agar 
including all the others in them’. But the first person who 
could point out that the three TYs—aAryy, RT and garg 
—were all-in-all was gangen There has been no doubt, 


2. PEATATI Chapter |. 

3. See HHSAeH S commentary on SISERUded P. 4 (Triven: 
drum Edn.) He writes thus.. AIA mi PAR, | 
az fwi ud, SXWRHOM, saeragaata aa: ga: etc. 

A ATZARTEA p. 211 (Benares Edn.). 


5. araga Chapter I. 


6. stets? 
See BTS4TTR Chapter VIII, gtfëeggëe Chapter VIII. 


8. wreuegznü If. 1-3. 
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words but as far as the comprehensiveness of the division is 
concerned aTHe'S views has stood well. 


The next thing which we are to note in this connection 
is the consideration of qat(xm by Wag ! smit has played 
an important part in the history of Sanskrit Poetics. If we 
were to take into consideration the various modes and forms 
which qemi(« has assumed in different times, it may be said 
to have a history of its own. It was indeed am who 
made much of amm and founded a new school 
by writing his gmifeisiifaa ? | But as for as our 
knowledge goes, rag bas been the first person to 
speak of geifs | atte, as treated of by aray %, has uot 
exactly the same signification as it had with ges but he 
was undoubtedly the fore-runner of sa in recognising it 
at least as a vital element of poetic compositions. 


The few instances cited above will be, it is believed, 
sufficient to convince any intelligent person of the high 
ability and genuine originality of oss expositions. This 
conviction is brought home to us with greater insistence by 
-his clear statements that he duly exercised his critical 
intelligence before he wrote any thing. Coupled with this 
high sense of real scholarship, he had, as is evident from 
his examples, Poetic powers of no mean order. It is indeed 


I. See "Ia, Chapter VIII. 


2. Two Chapters of this work have been ably edited by 
Dr. S. K. De in Calcutta Oriental Series. 


3. "euren, ll. 85. 

4. For detailed information about ash, See the learned 
Introduction of Dr. S. K. De to atesita | : 

5. Wem, HI 58, VI. 64. 
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a rare cBigiiimdEnorva panah opetat heme end eene dto una. 
scholarship, sound critical acumen, and with the abilities of 
a clear-headed logician, a clever grammarian and above all 
a master poet. ‘There is no wonder, therefore, that all the 
writers on Sanskrit Poetics—including even ths humble 
writers of this humble paper—should bow down their heads 
with a heart full of deep reverence and grateful appreciation 


before such an august personality. 
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